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[3195-01] 

Title  3— The  President 

Executive  Order  12020  •  November  8,  1977 

Payment  of  Educational  Benefits  to  Veterans  and  Dependents  When  Schools 
are  Temporarily  Closed  To  Conserve  Energy 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  clause  (A)  of  Section  1780(a)  of  Title 
38  of  the  United  States  Code,  and  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  in 
order  to  establish  a  national  policy  in  regard  to  payment  of  educational  benefits  to 
veterans  and  their  dependents  during  periods  in  which  schools  are  closed  to  conserve 
energy,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows : 

Section  1.  Whenever  an  educational  institution  submits  evidence  which  satisfies 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  that  energy  consumption  will  be  abnormally 
high  during  the  winter  months  or  that  available  energy  supplies  will  be  inadequate  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  school,  and  that,  in  the  interest  of  energy  conservation,  the 
institution  plans  to  close  between  semesters  or  terms  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  45  days, 
the  Administrator  may  continue  to  pay  monthly  educational  assistance  benefits  to 
veterans  and  eligible  persons  enrolled  in  such  schools.  Such  authority  may  be  exercised 
only  once  during  any  12-month  period  with  respect  to  any  educational  institution. 

Sec.  2.  The  Administrator  shall  advise  veterans  and  other  eligible  persons  of  the 
effect  of  accepting  educational  assistance  benefits  under  the  provisions  of  Section  1 
of  this  Order  on  their  period  of  entitlement. 


The  White  House, 

November  8,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-32768  Filed  1 1-8-77  j4:20  pm] 
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[ 3410-02  ] 

Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS)  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Avocado  Reg.  19,  Arndt.  3] 

PART  915— AVOCADOS  GROWN  IN  SOUTH 
FLORIDA 

Maturity  Requirements 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION :  Amendment  to  final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  revises  the 
maturity  requirements  for  Booth  8  avo¬ 
cados  to  allow  1-week  earlier  shipment 
on  and  after  November  7  than  is  now 
permitted.  Maturity  studies  indicate  this 
variety  will  reach  general  maturity 
sooner  than  previously  anticipated. 
Specified  weight  or  diameter  and  picking 
date  are  maturity  indices  needed  to  as¬ 
sure  that  avocados  will  ripen  satisfacto¬ 
rily  after  picking. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  4,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  and  Order  No.  915,  (7  CFR 
Part  915),  regulating  the  handling  of 
avocados  grown  in  South  Florida,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  Agriculturad  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Avocado  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee,  established  un¬ 
der  the  marketing  order,  and  upon  other 
information,  it  is  found  that  the  matu¬ 
rity  requirements  specified  in  this 
amendment  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  further  foimd  that  it  is  im¬ 
practicable,  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rulemaking  and  postpone 
the  effective  date  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553) ,  because  of  insufficient  time  between 
the  date  when  information  became  avail¬ 
able  upon  which  this  amendment  is  based 
and  the  effective  date  necessary  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act;  and 
this  amendment  relieves  handling  re¬ 
strictions  on  the  specified  avocado 
variety. 

Order.  In  §  915.319  (Avocado  Regula¬ 
tion  19;  42  FR  27210;  51605;  54556)  that 
portion  of  subparagraph  (a)  (7)  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  Booth  8  variety,  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

(a)(1)  *  *  ♦ 


(7)  No  handler  shall  handle  any  Booth 
8  variety  avocados  prior  to  9-12-77,  and 
during  the  following  periods  no  handler 
shall  handle  any  such  avocados  unless 
the  individual  fruit  meet  the  applicable 
minimum  weights  or  diameters  specified 
as  follows:  (i)  9/12/77-10/2/77  16  oz.  or 
3»i,i  inches,  (ii)  10/3/77-10/16/77  12 
oz.  or  3-<lc,  inches,  (iii)  10/17/77-11/6/ 
77  lO'oz.  or  3'  i(;  inches. 

***** 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated  November  4,  1977,  to  become 
effective  November  4. 1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(PR  Doc.77-32575  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  17044;  Arndt.  39-3075] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Avions  Marcel  Dassault-Breguet  Aviation, 
Model  Falcon  10  Airplanes 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  which  re¬ 
quires  replacement  of  total-pressure 
probes  and  imposes  a  life  limitation  upon 
their  use  in  service  when  installed  on 
certain  Avions  Marcel  Dassault-Bre¬ 
guet,  Model  Falcon  10  airplanes.  The 
AD  is  needed  to  prevent  failure  of  the 
total-pressure  probes  and  the  conse¬ 
quent  failure  of  the  ice-protection  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  airspeed  indicating  system 
which  could  result  in  unsafe  operation 
of  the  airplane  in  atmospheric  icing  con¬ 
ditions. 

DATES:  Effective  December  10,  1977. 
Compliance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Falcon 
Jet  Corp.,  Teterboro  Airport,  N.J.  07608. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

M.  E.  Gaydos,  Aircraft  Certification 
Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Africa,  and 
Middle  East  Region,  Federal  Avia¬ 


tion  Administration,  c/o  American 

Embassy,  Brussels,  Belgium,  Tel. 

513.  38.  30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  have  been  reports  of  failure  of  the 
internal  tubing  of  the  Badin  Crouzet 
total-pressure  probes,  P/N  33790-10,  at¬ 
tributed  to  thermal  fatigue,  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  failure  of  the  ice-protection 
provisions  of  the  airspeed  indicating  sys¬ 
tem  installed  on  certain  Avions  Marcel 
Dassault-Breguet  Aviation,  Model  Falcon 
10  airplanes.  Such  failure  could  jeopar¬ 
dize  safe  operation  of  the  airplane  in 
atmospheric  icing  conditions. 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  the  probes  and  imposing  a 
life  limitation  upon  their  use  in  service 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  at 
42  FR  37824,  on  Julv  25.  1977. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
ap  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received.  Accordingly,  the  proposal 
is  adopted  without  change. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  M.  E.  Gaydos,  Europe,  Africa, 
and  Middle  East  Region,  F.  H.  Kelley, 
Flight  Standards  Service,  and  R.  Burton, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13),  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive: 

Avions  Marcel  Dassault-Breguet  Aviation 
(AMD-BA).  Auplles  to  Model  Falcon  10 
airplanes,  S/N  1  through  56,  certificated 
in  ail  categories,  and  any  other  Model 
Falcon  10  airnlanes  Incorporating  Badin 
Crouzet  total-pressure  probes,  P/N 
33790-10. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  failure  of  total-pressure  probe 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  600  total 
airplane  flights  or  within  the  next  100  fiights 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever 
occurs  later,  replace  both  total-pressure 
probes,  P/N  33790-10,  with  new  parts  of  the 
same  part  number,  or  with  probes  of  im¬ 
proved  design,  P/N  33790-20,  in  accordance 
with  nara^raph  2  of  Falcon  10  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  FIO.34.007,  dated  July  17,  1975,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff  for  Europe.  Africa,  and 
Middle  East  Region,  c/o  American  Embassy, 
A.P.O.  New  York,  N.Y.  09667. 

(b)  Replacement  probes  P/N  33790-10  are 
hereby  life  limited  to  600  fiights. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  this  AD,  a  flight  is 
defined  as  a  single  takeoff  and  landing.  If 
records  are  not  maintained  of  each  takeoff 
and  landing,  the  number  of  fiights  may  be 
determined  by  dividing  each  airplane’s  hours 
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time  In  service  by  the  operator's  fleet  aver¬ 
age  time  from  takeoff  to  landing  for  the  air¬ 
plane  type,  subject  to  acceptance  by  the  as¬ 
signed  FAA  airworthiness  inspector. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  De¬ 
cember  10,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  603.  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U  S.C.  1354(a). 
1421,  and  1423):  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11621,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washin^on,  D.C..  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1977. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director. 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-32237  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  ami 

[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  7-GL-2;  Arndt.  39-3073 1 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

McCauley  Model  D2AF34C65-()  and 
D2AF34C81-()  Series  Propellers 

AGENCY;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD>  which 
requires  periodic  inspection  of  the  Mc¬ 
Cauley  D2AF34C65-()  and  D2AF34C81- 
( >  series  propellers.  The  AD  is  needed  to 
detect  cracks  and  prevent  failures  of 
hubs  which  could  result  in  separation  of 
the  blade(s).  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  pro¬ 
pellers  of  the  same  design,  the  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  requires  periodic  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  propeller  hubs  for  fatigue 
cracking,  until  replaced  by  McCauley  oil- 
filled  hubs  containing  a  dyed  oil  crack 
detection  system. 

DATES:  Effective — November  15,  1977. 
Complfance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES;  Information  relating  to 
the  service  documents  referenced  in  the 
body  of  the  AD  may  be  obtained  from 
McCauley  Accessory  Division.  Cessna 
.Aircraft  Company,  Box  7,  Roosevelt  Sta¬ 
tion,  Dayton,  Ohio  45417. 

Copies  of  the  service  information  in¬ 
corporated  in  this  AD  are  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des 
Plaines,  Ill.  60018,  and  at  FAA  Head¬ 
quarters,  Room  916,  800  Independence 
.Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Henry  L.  Weiss,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch," Flight  Stand¬ 


ards  Division,  AGLr-214,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  2300  East  Devon 
-Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  HI.  60018.  Tele¬ 
phone  312-694-4500,  extension  308. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  A 
proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  an 
airworthiness  directive  applicable  to  the 
McCauley  D2AF34C65-(2)  and  D2AF34C 
81-0  series  propellers  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  6598), 
February  3,  1977.  The  proposal  which 
requires  periodic  inspection  of  the  af¬ 
fected  propeller  hubs  was  issued  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  National  Transporta¬ 
tion  Safety  Board’s  (NTSB)  Flecom- 
mendations  of  September  21,  1976. 

These  Safety  Recommendations  were 
based  in  part  on  NT SB’s  Metallurgical 
Laboratory  examination  of  several  failed 
hubs,  including  a  Model  D2AP34C81- 
XM  propeller  containing  certain  design 
improvements  intended  to  decrease  fa¬ 
tigue  type  failures.  Therefore,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  an  additional  safe¬ 
guard  will  be  provided  by  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  a  red -dyed  oil  into  the  hub  which 
will  warn  the  operator  of  hub  cracking. 
The  repetitive  inspections  of  such  hubs 
are  no  longer  required,  if  they  are  modi¬ 
fied  to  or  replaced  by  McCauley  oil-filled 
hubs. 

Although  no  comments  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  about  the  proposal  to  date  some 
minor  changes  were  adopted  in  the  new 
airworthiness  directive.  Namely,  the  ap¬ 
plicable  propeller  model  designations 
were  amplified  and  clarified  by  a  foot¬ 
note,  and  the  phrase  “Federal  Aviation 
Administration  approved  revisions,”  was 
added  following  the  references  to  Mc¬ 
Cauley  Service  Bulletins  and  Manuals. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impractical  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Reform,  dated  March  23,  1976, 
we  have  determined  that  the  expected 
impact  of  this  final  regulation  is  so  mini¬ 
mal  that  it  does  not  warrant  an 
evaluation. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  H.  L.  Weiss,  Flight  Standards  Di¬ 
vision,  Great  Lakes  Region,  and  J.  T. 
'  Brennan.  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  §  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive: 

McC.\ui.ey  Propellers  Applies  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  Model  D2AF34C65-()  and  D2AF34 
C81-(*  series  propellers  in.stalled  on  but 
not  limited  to  Cessna  Model  310J.  E310J, 
310K.  310L.  and  310N  aircraft. 


D2AF34C65  D2AF34C81 

D2AP34C65-A  D2AF34C81-A 

D2AF34C65-F  D2AF34C81-P 

D2AF34C65-J  D2AF34C81-J 

D2AF34C65-K  D2AF34C81-K 

D2AF34C65-L  D2AF34C81-L 

D2AF34C65-M  D2AF34C81-M 

D2AF34C65-N  D2AF34C81-N 

D2AF34C65-XM  D2AF34C81-XM 

D2AF34C65-AM  D2Ar34C81-AM 

D2AP34C65-FM  D2AF34C81-FM 

D2AF34C65-JM  D2AF34C81-JM 

D2AF34C65~KM  D2AF34C81-KM 

D2AF34C65-LM  D2AF34C81-LM 

D2AF34C65-NKM 

Note. —  () — ^Parenthesis  following  hub 
model  designations  cited  herein,  indicate 
change  letters  stamped  at  the  end  of,  model 
designations.  Some  models  have  one  or  more 
letters,  others  have  none. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished.  To  detect  propeller 
hub  cracks  and  prevent  possible  failure, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Model  D2AF34C65.  D2AF34C65-A. 

D2AF34C65-F.  D2AF34C65-J.  D2Ar34C65-K, 
or  D2AF34C65-L.  and  D2AF34C81. 
D2AF34C81-A.  D2AF34C81-F,  D2AF34C81-J, 
D2AF34C81-K.  or  D2AF34C81-L  propellers. 

(1)  Propeller  hubs  with  less  than  600 
hours  time  in  service,  inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)(1)  within  525  boiu'S 
total  time  and  reinspect  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100  hours  time  in 
service  from  last  inspection. 

(2)  Propeller  hubs  with  500  or  more  but 
less  than  1,200  hours  time  in  service,  inspect 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1)  within 
the  next  25  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  thfs  AD  and  reinspect  in 
accordance  wdth  paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100 
hours  time  in  service  from  last  Inspection. 

(3)  Propeller  hubs  with  1,200  or  more 
hours  time  in  service,  or  whose  total  time  in 
service  in  unknown.  Inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)(2)  wrlthln  the  next  25 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD.  unless  already  accomplished 
within  the  last  300  hours  time  in  service  and 
relnspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 
(2)  every  300  hours  time  in  service  from  the 
last  inspection. 

(b)  Model  D2AF34C65-XM.  -AM.  -FM, 
-JM.  -KM.  -LM,  -M.  -N.  or  -NKM,  and  D2AF 
34C»1-XM.  -AM.  -PM.  -JM.  -KM,  -LM.  -M. 
or  -N  propellers. 

(1)  Propeller  bubs  with  less  than  1,200 
hours  time  in  service.  Inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)  (2)  within  1,250  hours 
total  time  in  service  and  reinspect  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100 
hours  time  in  service  from  last  Inspection. 

(2)  Propeller  hubs  with  1.200  or  more  but 
less  than  1,800  hours  time  in  service,  inspect 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)(2)  within 
the  next  50  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  last  300  hours,  and 
reinspect  In  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 

( 1 )  every  100  hours  time  In  service  from  last 
inspection. 

(3)  Propeller  hubs  with  1.800  hours  or 
more  time  in  service  or  whose  total  hours 
in  service  are  unknown  inspect  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (c)  (2)  within  the  next 
50  hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished 
within  the  last  300  hours  time  in  service  and 
reinspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 

(2)  every  300  hours  time  in  service  from  the 
last  inspection. 

(c)  Action  required. 

(1)  Inspect  all  external  surfaces  of  pro¬ 
peller  hub  for  cracks  by  dye  penetrant 
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method.  Replace  before  further  flight  any 
cracked  hub  with  an  oll-fllled  Model  D2AF34 
C65-  XMO,  -AMO,  -FMO,  -JMO,  -KMO, 
-LMO,  -MO,  -NO,  -NKMO,  -O;  or  D2AF34 
C81  -XMO,  -AMO,  -FMO,  -JMO,  -KMO, 
-LMO,  -MO,  -NO,  or  -O  Oll-fllled  hub  as  ap¬ 
plicable  in  accordance  with  McCauley  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  125  dated  February  16,  1977, 
and  Service  Manual  No.  710930,  or  later  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  approved  re¬ 
visions. 

(2)  Remove  propeller  from  aircraft  and 
disassemble  to  allow  complete  Inspection  of 
hub.  Inspect  all  external  and  internal  hub 
surfaces  including  retention  threads  for 
cracks  using  dye  penetrant  method  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  McCauley  Service  Letter 
1974-3  dated  March  29,  1974,  or  later  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  approved  revisions. 
Replace  before  further  flight  any  cracked 
hub  with  a  Model  D2AF34C65  or  D2AF34C81 
series  oll-fllled  hub  as  in  paragraph  (c)(1). 

(d)  Exemption.  The  foregoing  Inspections 
may  be  discontinued  after  replacement  of 
Model  D2AF34C65-()  or  D2AF34C81-( )  series 
hubs  with  McCauley  oll-fllled  hubs  as  In 
paragraph  (c)(1). 

(McCauley  Service  Bulletin  No.  88  and 
Cessna  Service  Letters  ME-77-11,  ME-77-10, 
and  SE-77-4  also  pertain  to  this  subject.) 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications 
and  procedures  identified  and  described 
in  this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)  (1) .  All  persons  affected  by 
the  directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  McCauley  Accessory  Division,  Cessna 
Aircraft  Company,  Box  7,  Roosevelt  Sta¬ 
tion,  Dayton,  Ohio  45417.  These  docu¬ 
ments  may  also  be  examined  at  the  Great 
Lakes  Regional  Office,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018,  and  at 
PAA  Headquarters,  800  Independence ' 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  A 
historical  file  on  this  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  which  includes  incorporated  ma¬ 
terial  in  full  is  maintained  by  the  PAA 
at  Its  headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  the  Great  Lakes  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective: 
November  15,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.89). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Ill.,  on  October 
27,  1977. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

Note. — ^The  Incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  Federal  Register  on  June  19,  1967. 

|FR  Doc.77-32235  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  77-EA-38;  Arndt.  39-3074] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  Aircraft 

AGENCY :  Pederal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (PAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  (AD)  amends  AD 
77-08-02  applicable  to  Piper  PA-31,  31- 
300,  31-325,  31-350,  31-P,  and  31-T,  type 
airplanes.  It  has  been  determined  that 
subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  AD  77-08- 
02  the  rule  included  aircraft  which  did 
not  have  the  relay  which  was  causing  the 
problem.  This  directive  restricts  the  ap¬ 
plicability  of  AD  77-08-02  to  aircraft 
known  to  have  relays  and  includes  a 
test  to  determine  the  applicability  to 
other  aircraft. 

EPPECTIVE  DATE:  November  15, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Piper  Service  Bulletins 
may  be  acquired  from  the  manufactur¬ 
er  at  Piper  Aircraft  Corp.,  820  East  Bald 
Eagle  Street,  Lock  Haven,  Pennsylvania 
17745.  A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  docket  in  the  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel,  PAA,  Eastern  Region, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

POR  PURTHER  INPORMAIION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

W.  White,  Systems  &  Equipment  Sec¬ 
tion,  AEA-213,  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  Pederal  Building, 
J.P.K.  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y,  11430,  telephone  212-995-3372, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMAHON: 
AD  77-08-02  was  issued  to  correct  a  sit¬ 
uation  whereby  the  relay  could  loosen 
(through  vibration)  from  its  mounting 
bracket.  This,  then  enabled  the  28V  pin 
on  the  relay  coil  to  short  against  the 
mounting  bracket  creating  a  fire  hazard. 
However,  a  case  was  reported  of  attempt¬ 
ing  to  comply,  only  to  find  that  there  was 
not  a  relay  used  on  that  particular  model 
aircraft.  This  rule  will  restrict’ the  ap¬ 
plicability  of  the  AD  to  aircraft  known 
to  have  the  relay  and  include  a  test  to 
determine  the  applicability  of  the  AD  to 
other  aircraft.  In  view  of  a  relaxation 
of  the  AD,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  rule  (AD)  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  W.  White,  Plight  Standards  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Thomas  C.  Halloran,  Esq., 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  ex¬ 
pected  impact  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  is  so  minimal  that  the  proposal  does 
not  warrant  an  evaluation. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the^  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adrninis- 
trator.  Section  39.13  of  the  Pederal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CPR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  amending  and  revising  AD 
77-08-02,  as  follows: 


Applies  to  PA-31,  PA-31-300  and  PA-31- 

325,  S/Nos.  31-752  through  31-7712010;  PA- 

31-350,  S/Nos.  31-6001  through  31-7752028; 

PA-31P,  S/Nos.  31P-67  through  31P- 

7730001;  PA-31T,  S/Nos.  31T-7400002 

through  31T-7720008. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  60 
hours  in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD  unless  already  accomplished.  To  avoid 
an  electrical  short  between  the  Pllot/CopUot 
Microphone  and  Phone  Jack  Relay  and 
mounting  bracket,  comply  as  follows: 

(a)  Key  both  the  pilot  and  copilot  micro¬ 
phone  at  the  same  time.  If  you  can  transmit 
through  the  pilot's  microphone,  the  subject 
relay  is  not  Installed  in  the  aircraft  and  no 
further  action  is  required. 

(b)  If  the  relay  is  installed,  comply  with 
the  “Instructions”  paragraph  of  Piper  Service 
Bulletin  No.  526A,  dated  July  25,  1977,  or 
with  an  approved  equivalent  method. 

Upon  request  with  substantiating  data  sub¬ 
mitted  through  an  FAA  Maintenance  In¬ 
spector,  the  compliance  time  specified  in 
this  AD  may  be  increased  by  the  Chief,  En¬ 
gineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA 
Eastern  Region,  who  must  also  approve 
equivalent  methods  of  compliance. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  November  15,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c);  and 
14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  No¬ 
vember  1, 1977. 

William  E.  Morgan, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-32615  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-SO-52:  AMT.  No.  39-3071] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  Models  PA-28,  PA-32  and  PA-34 
Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra- 
stration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  requires 
inspection  and  replacement  as  neces¬ 
sary  of  engine  control  rod  end  bearings 
on  certain  Piper  Model  PA-28-140,  PA- 
28-151.  PA-28-161.  PA-28-180.  PA-28- 
181,  PA-28-235.  PA-28R-180,  PA-28R- 
200,  PA-28R-201,  PA-28R-201T,  PA-32- 
260,  PA-32-300,  PA-32R-300,  PA-34- 
200,  and  PA-34-200T  airplanes. 
The  FAA  has  found  that  certain  engine 
control  rod  end  bearings  are  adversely 
affected  by  cold  weather.  The  bearings 
become  extremely  tight  which  prevents 
normal  control  movements. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  November  14, 
1977.  Compliance  date;  Within  the  next 
25  hours  time  in  service  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  A.D. 
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ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  Piper  Service 
Bulletin  548  may  be  obtained  from  Piper 
Aircraft  Corp.,  820  East  Bald  Eagle 
Street,  Lock  Haven.  Pa.  17745.  Copies 
of  Piper  Service  Bulletin  548  are  main¬ 
tained  in  the  A.D.  Docket  File  and  may 
be  examined  in  Room  264,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  Southern  Region. 
3400  Whipple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Gil  Carter,  ASO-214,  Propulsion  Sec¬ 
tion  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 

Branch,  Southern  Region,  P.O.  Box 

20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone: 

4C 4-763-7435. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  has  been  a  report  of  a  malfunc¬ 
tion  of  a  throttle  control  rod  ond  bearing 
on  a  Piper  PA-28-140  airplane  that  re¬ 
sulted  in  an  accident.  Contraction  due  to 
exposure  to  extremely  low  temperatures 
caused  the  rod  end  bearing  to  bind  in  the 
closed  throttle  position.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  design, 
a  situation  exists  that  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  regulation.  It  is 
found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  ef¬ 
fective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Gil  Carter,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  and  Richard  Lewis  Faber,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  administrator. 
S  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions.  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  Airwoi '..Tiness 
Directive: 

Piper  Corp.  Applies  to  Model  PA-28-140 
.serial  number.s  28-25001  through 
28-7725172;  Model  PA-28-151  serial 
numbers  28-7415001  through  28-7615435; 
Model  PA-28-161  serial  numbers 
28-7716001  through  28-7716071;  Model 
P.4-28-180  serial  numbers  23-5153 
through  28-75052e0;  Model  PA- 
28-181  serial  numbers  23-7690001 
through  28-1790363;  Model  PA-28-235 
serial  numbers  28-7310001  through  28- 
7710016;  Model  P.4-28R-180  serial 
numbers  28R-30737  through  28R- 
7130013;  Model  PA-28B'.-200  serial  num¬ 
bers  28R-35001  through  28R-7635512; 
Model  PA-28R-201  serial  numbers  28R- 
7737001  through  28R-7737023;  Model 
PA-28R-201T  serial  numbers  28R- 
7703001  through  28R-7"03043;  Model 
PA-32-260  serial  numbers  32-1111 
through  32-7700013;  Mo.\<;l  PA-32-300 
serial  numbers  32-4056'(  through  32- 
7740040;  Model  PA-32R-300  serial  num¬ 
bers  32R-7680001  through  32R-7780215; 
Model  PA-34-200  serial  numbers  34- 
7250001  through  34-7450220;  and  Model 
PA-34-200T  serial  numbers  34-7570001 
through  34-7770163,  airplanes  certifi¬ 
cated  in  all  categories. 

To  prevent  a  power  loss  due  to  thermal 
contraction  binding  a  control  rod  end.  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 


(a)  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  A.  D.,  un¬ 
less  already  accomplished,  perform  the  fol¬ 
lowing  check: 

(1)  Gain  access  to  the  engine  by  opening 
or  removing  the  cowling  as  required  to  check 
the  engine  control  rod  and  bearings  in  the 
engine  compartment. 

(2)  Check  the  rod  and  bearings  attached 
to  the  Mixture.  Throttle,  and  Prop  Governor 
(if  applicable)  Control  Cables.  (Refer  to  the 
picture  below.)  (i)  If  a  rod  end  bearing,  as 
identified  in  the  figure  below  as  number  two 


(2)  (Brass  Ball  Retainer)  or  as  number 
three  (3)  (Silver  Ball  Retainer)  is  installed, 
then  no  further  action  is  required.  Make  ap¬ 
propriate  log  book  entry. 

fli)  If  a  rod  end  bearing,  as  identified  in 
the  figure  below  as  number  one  (1)  with  a 
raised  ball  retainer  is  installed,  have  it  re¬ 
moved  and  replaced  with  an  approved  serv¬ 
iceable  bearing  which  is  identified  in  the 
figure  below  as  number  two  (2)  or  number 
three  (3).  Refer  to  the  appropriate  Piper 
Service  Manual  for  replacement  and  rigging 
instructions. 


4 
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(b)  An  alternate  method  of  compliance 
must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southern  Region. 

The  checks  in  this  A.  D.  may  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  pilot  and  appropriate  log  book 
entries  made  in  accordance  with  FAR  91.173. 
Replacement  and  rigging  must  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  a  person  authorized  by  FAR  43.3. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  14,  1977. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354 
(a),  1421,  and  1423);  Section  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c),  and  14  CFR  11.89).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October 
27,  1977. 

George  R.  La  Caille, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.77-32405  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  amj 


[4910-13] 

(Docket  No.  17056;  Arndt.  39-3076] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Scottish  Aviation,  Ltd.  Model  B.206  Series 
1  and  Series  2  Airplanes 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  which  es¬ 
tablishes  a  service  life  limit  for  certain 
major  parts  of  Model  B.206  Series  1  and 
Series  2  airplanes  to  prevent  possible 
structural  failure  of  these  parts  due  to 
fatigue. 

DATES:  Effective  December  10.  1977. 
Compliance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES :  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Scottish 
Aviation.  Ltd.,  Product  Support  Depart¬ 
ment.  Prestwick  Airport.  Prestwick, 
Scotland  KA9  2RW.  A  copy  of  the  service 
bulletin  is  contained  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  Rm.  916,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

R.  A.  Gambrill,  Aircraft  Certification 
Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Africa,  and 
Middle  East  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  c/o  American  Em¬ 
bassy,  Brussels,  Belgium,  Tel.  513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  establishing  a 
service  life  limit  for  certain  major 
parts  of  Scottish  Aviation,  Ltd.,  Model 
B.206  Series  1  and  Series  2  airplanes  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  42 


FR  38389  on  July  28,  1977.  The  proposal 
was  prompted  by  the  FAA’s  determina¬ 
tion  that  the  outer  wing,  wing  center 
section,  and  empennage  assemblies  on 
the  Model  B.206  Series  1  and  Series  2  air¬ 
planes  are  service  life  limited  and  that 
exceeding  the  service  lives  specified  in 
this  AD  could  result  in  in-fiight  fatigue 
failure  of  a  component  part  witii  catas- 
tropic  results. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  received.  Accordingly,  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  adopted  without  change. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  R.  A.  Gambrill,  Europe,  Africa, 
and  Middle  East  Region,  J.  J.  Presba, 
Flight  Standards  Service,  and  K.  May, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Scottish  aviation,  ltd.  (Formerly  Beagle 
Aviation,  Ltd.)  Applies  to  Beagle  Model 
B.  206  Series  1  and  Series  2  airplanes, 
certificated  in  all  categories.  Compliance 
is  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  fatigue  failure  of  the 
outer  wing,  wing  center  section,  and  em¬ 
pennage  assemblies,  accomplish  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  11,000 
hours  total  time  in  service  on  the  outer  wing, 
wing  center  section,  or  empennage  assem¬ 
blies,  replace  the  affected  assembly  with  an 
assembly  of  the  same  part  number,  or  a  part 
number  approved  by  the  Chief.  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff,  FAA,  Europe,  Africa,  and 
Middle  East  Region,  which  has  accumulated 
less  than  11,000  hours  total  time  in  service. 

(b)  Operators  who  have  not  kept  records 
of  hours  of  time  in  service  on  any  assembly 
to  which  a  provision  of  this  AD  applies  shall 
substitute  airplane  hours  time  in  service  in 
lieu  thereof. 

(Scottish  Aviation,  Ltd.,  Mandatory  Service 
Bulletin  No.  B206/54,  dated  October  21,  1975, 
covers  the  same  subject.) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
December  10,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation- 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a). 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(O);  and  14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821.  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31.  1977. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-32236  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 
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[ 1505-01  ] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-AL-5  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Additional  Control  Area 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-30299  appearing  on  page 
55884  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  October 
20,  1977,  in  the  SUMMARY  paragraph, 
the  6th  line,  the  word  “chartered”  should 
read  “charted”. 

In  the  paragraph  FOR  FURTHE31  IN¬ 
FORMATION  CONTACT,  the  2nd  line 
should  read,  “[Regula-ltions  Branch 
(AAT-230),  Airspace”. 

In  the  3rd  column,  §  71.163  f  Amended! 
should  read  as  follows: 

Gulf  of  Alaska 

From  Lat.  60°09'00''N.,  Long.  144'’30'00'' 
W..  thence  eastward  3  NM  offshore  and  paral¬ 
lel  to  the  shoreline  to  Lat.  59°43'30''  N., 
Long.  140'00'00’'  W.,  to  Lat.  59°27'00''  N., 
Long^  140‘’00'00''  W.,  thence  westward  along 
the  south  boundary  of  V-440  to  Long.  144'- 
30 '00''  W.,  to  point  of  beginning,  excluding 
that  portion  that  lies  within  transition  areas 
at  Yakataga  and  Yakutat,  Alaska,  is  added. 


[ 6320-01 ] 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  D — SPECIAL  REGULATIONS 

|E>ocket  29926;  Regulation  SPR-139. 
Arndt.  14] 

PART  378a— ONE-STOP-INCLUSIVE  TOUR 
CHARTER 

Elimination  of  Advance  Purchase 
Requirement 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  rules  amend  the 
Board’s  regulations  concerning  One- 
stop-inclusive  Tour  Charters  (OTCs)  by 
eliminating  the  advance  purchase  re¬ 
quirement.  This  action  is  in  response  to 
rulemaking  petitions  filed  by  two  OTC 
tour  operators. 

DATTS:  Effective:  November  3.  1977; 
Adopted:  November  3,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Stephen  Babcock,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428,  202-673-5442. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
The  One-stop-inclusive  Tour  Charter 
(OTC)  rules,  set  forth  in  Part  378a  of 
the  Board’s  Special  Regulations  ( 14  CFR 
Part  378a),  require  that  participants 
purchase  their  tour  at  least  15  days  prior 
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to  departure  for  destinations  in  North 
America,  and  at  least  30  days  before  de¬ 
parture  for  all  other  destinations. 
Neither  substitutions  for  canceling  pas¬ 
sengers  nor  additional  sales  may  be  made 
after  the  end  of  this  advance  purchase 
period. 

Petitions  to  modify  certain  restrictions 
of  the  advance  booking  requirement  were 
filed  by  Charter  Travel  Corporation 
(CTO,  and  by  Nationwide  Leisure  Cor¬ 
poration  (NLC),  both  OTC  operators.  In 
response  to  these  petitions,  the  Board 
consolidated  the  requests  into  Docket 
29926,  and  issued  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  SPDR-56,  dated  February 
24,  1977  (42  FR  12066),  proposing  to  al¬ 
low  substitutions  until  the  time  of  de¬ 
parture,  but  limited  to  15  percent  of  the 
seats  contracted  for  by  the  tour  opera¬ 
tor.  The  notice  also  specifically  invited 
comment  on  the  question  whether  the 
advance  purchase  period  should  be  elim¬ 
inated,  and,  if  so,  whether  the  OTC  and 
the  Inclusive  Tour  Charter  (ITC)  should 
be  consolidated  into  one  simplified  type 
of  tour  charter.  Numerous  comments  and 
reply  comments  were  filed  in  response  to 
the  notice,  as  listed  in  Appendix  1.‘  Two 
open  meetings  (July  21  and  September  8, 
1977)  w'ere  held  by  the  Board  to  discuss 
and  decide  this  matter.* 

Upon  consideration  of  the  petitions, 
comments  and  all  relevant  matters,  the 
Board  has  decided  to  eliminate  the  ad¬ 
vance  purchase  requirement  for  the 

1  On  April  13,  1977,  counsel  on  behalf  of 
Carefree  Travel/Del  E.  Webb  World  Travel 
Company /Elkin  Tours/NLC  verbally  re¬ 
quested  permission  to  file  late  comments, 
and  on  April  18,  1977,  the  Office  of  Consumer 
Affairs,  Department  of  H.E.W.,  filed  a  written 
Request  to  Pile  Late  Comments.  For  good 
cause  shown,  both  requests  are  granted.  On 
July  19,  1977,  Vacation  Ventures/Carefree 
Travel  filed  a  Motion  to  Late  File  Comments, 
and  on  JiUy  20,  1977,  CTC  and  Anne  Storch 
International — ASTI  Totirs  each  filed  a 
Motion  for  Leave  to  File  Amendment  to 
Comments.  For  good  cause  shown,  these 
three  motions  are  also  granted.  Duncan 
Travel  Service  filed  a  Supplement  to  Com¬ 
ments  on  August  17,  1977. 

=  On  July  21,  1977,  Howard  S.  Boros  sent 
a  letter  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  com¬ 
menting  on  statements  made  by  Board  staff 
during  the  open  meeting  discussion  on  the 
same  date.  Section  310b.9(c)  of  our  Proce¬ 
dural  Regulations  (14  CFR  S  310b. 19(c)) 
states  that  motions,  pleadings,  or  other 
documents  based  on  the  comments  of 
Board  Members  or  staff  at  open  discussions 
shall  not  be  accepted  by  the  Board.  The 
letter  has,  though,  been  placed  in  the  corre- 
pondence  section  of  the  docket.  After  the 
first  open  meeting.  Member  Carriers  of  the 
National  Air  Carrier  Association  (Overseas 
National  Airways,  Trans  International  Air¬ 
lines,  and  World  Airways)  (NACA)  filed  a 
Motion  for  Expedited  Action.  Answers  of 
David  Travels/GWV  Travel/OTC  Tours  and 
Pleasant  Hawaiian  Hoi Idays/Uni tours  were 
filed  in  support.  Certain  Trunkline  Carriers 
(American  Airlines,  Branlff  Airways,  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  National  Airlines,  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Trans  World  Airlines,  and 
Western  Air  Lines)  filed  an  answer  in  op¬ 
position.  Due  to  the  decision  of  the  Board 
at  its  meeting  on  September  8,  1977,'  the 
motion  is  dismissed  as  moot. 


OTC.  All  requests  contained  in  the  com¬ 
ments  are  denied  unless  specifically 
granted. 

The  Board,  through  its  charter  regula¬ 
tions,  has  attempted  to  encourage  low- 
cost  air  transportation  for  the  traveling 
public,  consistent  with  the^maintenance 
of  dependable,  regularly  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice.  Charter  service  and  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice  generally  appeal  to  two  different 
types  of  passenger  markets.  The  sched¬ 
uled  service  market  is  time-sensitive, 
with  a  large  proportion  of  business 
travelers  and  other  passengers  who  need 
regular,  dependable  flights.  The  charter 
market  appeals  more  to  discretionary 
travelers  who  are  able  to  plan  in  advance 
and  in  some  cases  to  risk  changes  in 
their  plans.  Restrictions  on  charter 
flights  have  served  both  to  maintain  the 
distinction  between  charter  and  individ¬ 
ually  ticketed  service,  and  to  limit  the 
diversion  of  passenger  traffic  from 
scheduled  services.  Although  some  diver¬ 
sion  may  occur  if  the  charter  rules  are 
liberalized,  the  relevant  question  is 
whether  such  diversion  results  in  sched¬ 
uled  service  on  a  particular  route  being 
so  reduced  that  it  no  longer  serves  the 
convenience  of  the  public  wishing  to  use 
it. 

Six  comments  presented  arguments 
opposing  elimination  of  the  advance 
purcheise  requirement.  Northwest  Air¬ 
lines,  American  Society  of  Travel 
Agents,  Frontier  Airlines,  and  United  Air 
Lmes  (United)  each  expressed  concern 
that  the  deletion  of  this  restriction  will 
cause  an  undue  diversion  from  scheduled 
services.  Certain  Trunkline  Carriers 
(Trunklines)’  argued  that  the  OTC  reg¬ 
ulations  have  not  been  in  effect  long 
enough  to  allow  the  Board  to  reach  any 
conclusions  about  their  impact  on  sched¬ 
uled  services.  They  asserted  that  even 
though  the  scheduled  carriers  have  so 
far  been  able  to  maintain  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice  adequate  to  the  public  demand, 
despite  competition  from  the  OTC  and 
the  Advance  Booking  Charter  (ABC), 
the  Board  still  has  an  obligation  to  re¬ 
view  the  most  recent  data  thoroughly 
before  makmg  such  a  significant  altera¬ 
tion  in  the  OTC  regulations, 

British  Airways  compared  the  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  OTC  that  would  remain 
after  adoption  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  those  of  the  most  competitive 
available  scheduled  fares,  and  concluded 
that  the  OTC  is  now  more  liberal,  as 
well  as  less  expensive,  than  competitive 
fares  offered  by  the  scheduled  carriers, 
thereby  rendering  low-cost  travel  on 
scheduled  service  obsolete.* 

According  to  the  comments  of  tour 
operators  and  consumer  representatives, 

3 Participating  in  these  comments  are: 
American  Airlines,  Braniff  Airways,  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  National  Alrlires,  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Trans  World  Airlines,  and 
Western  Air  Lines. 

*  Of  course,  since  the  filing  of  this  com¬ 
ment,  there  have  been  dramatic  reductions 
in  the  competitive  scheduled  fares,  which 
seriously  threaten  the  viability  of  OTC’s. 
See  eg..  Order  77-7-29  (July  11,  1977),  Or¬ 
der  77-9-15  (September  2,  1977). 


the  advance  booking  requirement,  while 
protecting  the  scheduled  services,  at  the 
same  time  has  caused  several  severe 
difficulties  in  the  OTC  market.  They 
argued  that  by  not  permitting  sales  after 
the  advance  booking  period,  even  where 
passengers  must  cancel  because  of  a 
personal  hardship,  such  as  illness  or  a 
death  in  the  family,  this  rule  has  con¬ 
tributed  to  numerous  flight  cancella¬ 
tions.  In  order  to  protect  his  investment 
in  those  charter  seats  already  contracted 
for,  the  tour  operator  usually  imposes 
a  substantial  cancellation  fee  on  the 
passenger,  which,  it  was  argued,  often 
inhibits  participation  in  an  OTC.  The 
only  alternative,  claim  the  tour  oper¬ 
ators,  is  to  raise  the  overall  price  of  the 
charter,  thereby  diminishing  their  at¬ 
tractiveness  relative  to  competing  dis¬ 
count  scheduled  fares.  Thus,  these  com- 
menters  argued,  the  public  acceptability 
of  the  OTC  has  been  Impaired,  and  con¬ 
sumer  dissatisfaction  has  been  increas¬ 
ing. 

Trunklines  contended  to  the  contrary 
that  the  OTC  has  become  firmly  estab¬ 
lished  as  a  means  of  low-cost  air  trans¬ 
portation,  and  is  a  significant  factor  in 
many  markets.  According  to  these  sched¬ 
uled  carriers,  consumer  discontent  may 
simply  be  the  result  of  failure  by  the 
tour  operator  clearly  to  inform  the  pas¬ 
senger  of  the  risks  and  remedies  involved 
in  a  charter  flight,  rather  than  of  the 
advance  purchase  rule  itself,  British  Air¬ 
ways  also  claimed  that  the  majority  of 
cancellations  are  by  late-booking  pas¬ 
sengers  who  have  not  yet  paid  the  tour 
price,  and  are  for  reasons  which  are 
insurable  using  the  trip  insurance  offered 
by  many  tour  operators. 

The  Board  disagrees  with  the  sched¬ 
uled  carriers.  The  prohibition  on  sales 
after  the  advance  purchase  has  certainly, 
to  some  degree,  inhibited  the  accepta¬ 
bility  of  the  OTC  since  either  cancella¬ 
tion  fees  are  imposed  on  the  canceling 
passenger,  or  the  price  of  the  charter 
itself  is  raised.  A  review  of  the  comments 
shows  that  the  advance  booking  rule  is 
the  root  of  this  problem.  Merely  per¬ 
mitting  substitutions  or  additional  sales, 
or  reducing  the  time  period  of  the  rule, 
would  only  partially  solve  these  difficul¬ 
ties.  Under  that  more  limited  proposal, 
operators  would  have  been  required  to 
refund  the  tour  price  (minus  a  maxi¬ 
mum  $25  administrative  fee)  whenever 
a  substitute  is  found  for  a  passenger  who 
cancels.  By  eliminating  the  advance 
purchase  rule,  the  whole  issue  of  substi¬ 
tution  is  made  moot.  The  question  of  re¬ 
funds  to  canceling  participants  will  be 
sharply  affected  by  this  action,  however, 
and  the  Board  finds  it  preferable  to  take 
no  action  at  this  time  in  that  area. 

The  Trunklines  argued  that  the  ad¬ 
vance  purchase  requirement  is  necessary 
to  the  legal  distinction  between  the  OTC, 
as  a  charter  service,  and  individually 
ticketed  service.  They  stated  that  al¬ 
though  the  ITC  does  not  require  ad¬ 
vance  booking,  the  more  restrictive 
itinerary  and  pricing  requirements  of 
that  charter  type  distinguish  it  as  a 
charter  service  in  a  way  that  is  possible 
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for  the  OTC  only  if  the  advance  pur¬ 
chase  requirement  is  retained.  They 
further  argued  that  while  the  ABC  al¬ 
lows  liniited  substitutions  after  the  ad¬ 
vance  purchase  deadline,  it  also  re¬ 
quires  the  purchase  to  be  made  farther 
in  advance  than  does  the  OTC,  and  in 
that  way  preserves  the  necessary  legal 
distinction  from  individiially  ticketed 
service.  They  noted  that  the  Board  re¬ 
jected  similar  requests  by  the  supple- 
mentals  and  the  tour  operators  to  forego 
an  advance  booking  requirement  when 
the  OTC  was  adopted. 

The  Board  disagrees  with  the  Trunk¬ 
lines’  argument  that  an  advance  pur¬ 
chase  rule  is  legally  essential  to  define 
the  OTC  as  a  charter  service.  In  the 
recent  decision  upholding  the  validity 
of  the  OTC.  rule,  the  Court  clearly  states 
that  the  Board  is  free  to  define  char¬ 
ter  service  according  to  experience  and 
changing  circumstances,'^  and  that  no 
single  restriction  is  determinative  of  the 
“charter”  concept. 

Section  378a .30  states  that  the  tour 
operator  may  not  cancel  the  tour  on 
grounds  of  inadequate  participation 
after  the  passenger  list  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  at  the  end  of  the  advance 
booking  period.  The  Board  is  aware  of 
the  problems  and  complaints  in  this  re¬ 
gard  with  the  ITC,  which  does  not  have 
this  consumer  protection  provision,  and 
has  decided  that  it  should  be  retained 
in  the  OTC  rule.  Since  the  differing  ad¬ 
vance  booking  periods  for  European  and 
other  charters  are  being  eliminated,  a 
1 5 -day  restriction  will  apply  to  all  char¬ 
ters.  The  amended  rule,  therefore,  con¬ 
tinues  to  require  that  the  particinant 
contract  state  that  the  tour  operator 
shall  have  no  right  to  cancel  the  tour  on 
grounds  of  inadequate  participation  less 
than  15  days  before  departure. 

Several  of  the  parties  comlnenting  on 
the  Board’s  proppsal  recommended  that 
if  the  advance  purchase  rule  is  elimi¬ 
nated,  the  ITC  rules  should  also  be  re¬ 
voked.  At  this  time,  it  believes  that  it  is 
better  to  evaluate  the  operation  of  the 
liberalized  OTC  before  taking  this  step. 

In  their  answer,  dated  September  7, 
1977,  to  NACA’s  Motion  for  Expedited 
Action,  the  Trunklines  argued  that  al¬ 
though  the  Board  requested  comment  on 
the  possible  elimination  of  advance 
booking  requirements  in  its  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  the  Board  did  not 
actually  make  such  a  proposal,  and 
therefore  must  issue  a  supplemental  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

The  Board  does  not  agree.  The  Ad- 
n.inistrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553, 
requires  an  agency,  in  a  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding,  to  give  notice  of  either  the  terms 
or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule,  or  a 
description  of  the  subjects  and  issues 
involved.  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
SPDR-56,  although  it  did  not  set  out 
language  of  revocation,  specifically  di.s- 
cussed  and  invited  comments  on  the  is¬ 
sue  of  revoking  the  advance  booking  re¬ 
quirement.  Each  of  the  38  comments 
filed  in  response  to  the  notice  discussed 
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the  issue  and  made  recommendations. 
The  Board  therefore  concludes  that  its 
description  of  the  issues  involved  was 
ample  to  satisfy  the  statutory  require¬ 
ment. 

On  July  28,  1977,  United  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rulemaking  (Docket  31208)  ask¬ 
ing  the  Board  to  retain  the  15-day  ad¬ 
vance  purchase  requirement  for  North 
American  OTC’s  beyond  October  1,  1978, 
rather  than  reducing  it  to  7  days  as 
stated  in  the  regulations.  Answers  were 
filed  by  Charter  Travel  Corporation, 
Duncan  Tours,  Del  E.  Webb  World 
Travel  Co./Elkin  Tours,  and  Certain 
Trunkline  Carriers  (American  Airlines, 
Braniff  Airways,  National  Airlines,  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  and  Western  Air  Lines).  Due 
to  the  decision  embodied  in  this  final 
rule,  eliminating  the  entire  advance  pur¬ 
chase  requirement  for  all  OTCs,  United’s 
petition  is  now  moot,  and  is  denied. 

The  Board  finds  that  because  this 
amendment  removes  a  restriction,  and 
the  public  will  benefit  from  putting  the 
rule  into  effect  without  delay,  good 
cause  is  shown  to  make  it  effective  im¬ 
mediately. 

Accordingly  14  CFR  Part  378a  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  the  Table  of  Contents  by  re¬ 
voking  and  reserving  §  378a.41  of  Sub¬ 
part  D,  and  by  revoking  and  reserving 
Appendix  B,  as  follows: 

Subpart  D — Requirements  Applicable  to  Direct 


•  *  •  *  • 

378a.41  (Reserved]. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Appendix  B  [Reserved] 

«  *  •  «  • 

2.  Amend  paragraph  §  378a.l0(f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  378a.  10  Oiie-slop-inclusivo  lour  char¬ 
ter  general  requirements. 

«  *  »  «  « 

(f)  Passengers  transported  on  the 
charter  flight  shall  consist  solely  of 
members  of  the  tour  group  as  defined 
in  §  378a.2,  (including  travel  agents  being 
carried  in  accordance  with  §  378a. 14)  or 
persons  authorized  to  occupy  unused 
charter  space  in  accordance  with 
§  378a.l3. 

3.  In  §  378a.25,  delete  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d).  and  amend  §  378a.25(b)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  378a.25  Operating  authorizatiuii  of 
tour  operators. 

*  »  «  *  * 

(b)  Not  later  than  the  scheduled  date 
of  departure,  the  tour  operator  shall 
transmit  to  the  direct  air  carrier(s> :  (1) 
a  statement  of  the  tour  operator  af^m- 
ing  that  each  participant  has  entered 
into  a  contract  with  the  operator  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  part,  and  (2)  a  statement 
of  the  deoository  bank,  if  any,  affirm¬ 
ing  that  it  has  received  a  deposit  of  the 
total  charter  price  payable  to  the  direct 
air  carrier(s) . 

(c)  and  (d)  [Deleted!. 

*  •  •  *  • 
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4.  Amend  paragraph  §  378a.30(c)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  378a. 30  Contract  between  tour  op¬ 
erator  and  tour  participants. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  That  after  15  days  before  depar¬ 
ture  of  the  charter  fiight,  the  tour  oper¬ 
ator  shall  have  no  further  right  to  can¬ 
cel  the  tour  on  grounds  of  inadequate 
participation,  but  describing  the  right  to 
refunds  in  the  event  of  the  charter’s 
cancellation  on  any  other  grounds  or 
contingencies  set  forth  in  the  contract, 
and  the  procedure  for  obtaining  such 
refunds: 

*  *  «  4  * 

§  378a. 41  [Reserved] 

5.  Revoke  and  reserve  §  378a. 41. 

6.  Revise  §  378a.45  to  read  as  follows: 
§  378a.45  Record  retention. 

A  direct  air  carrier  shall  retain  a  copy 
of  each  document  that  it  has  received 
from  the  charter  operator  puisuant  to 
S  378a.25  at  its  principal  office  within  the 
United  States  for  a  period  of  2  years, 
except  that  if  the  direct  air  carrier  does 
not  maintain  an  office  in  the  United 
States,  it  shall  return  the  documents 
cransmitted  to  it  pursuant  to  g  378a. 25 
to  the  Bureau  of  Enforcement  within  7 
days  of  performing  the  flight  to  which 
those  documents  pertain. 

7.  Revoke  and  reserve  Appendix  B. 

Appendix  B  [Reserved] 

(Secs.  101,  204,  401,  402,  407,  416  and  1102 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  72  Stat.  737,  743,  754,  757,  766, 
771.  797  (  49  U.S.C.  1301,  1324,  1371,  1372, 
1377.  1386,  1502).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 
Comments — D.  29926 

Duncan  Travel  Service 
Plea.-sant  Hawaiian  Holidays/Unitours 
Office  of  the  Consumer  Advocate,  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board 

Member  Carriers  of  the  National  Air  Carrier 
Association  (Evergreen  International  Air¬ 
lines,  Overseas  National  Airways,  Trans 
International  Airlines,  World  Airways) 
British  Airways 
United  Air  Lines 
Capitol  International  Airways 
Carefree  Travel/ Del  E.  Webb  World  Travel/ 
Elkin  Tours/Nationwide  Leisure  Corp. 
Aviation  Consumer  Action  Project 
American  Express 
Hawaiian  Holidays 
Condor  Flugdlenst  GmbH 
Charter  Ventures 
Anicrican  Automobile  Association 
Moore  Tours 

American  Institute  for  Foreign  Study 
Northwest  Airlines  ' 

David  Travels/GWV  Travel/OTC  Tours 
Gogo  International 

Anne  Storch  International — ASTI  Tours 
Charter  Travel  Corp. 

American  Society  of  Travel  Agents 
Adventure  Tours  USA/Travel-Go-Round 
United  States  Tour  Operators  Association 


•Vice  Chairman  O’Melia  filed  partial  con¬ 
currence  and  dissent. 
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Frank  E.  McLaughlin  on  behalf  of  the  Office 
of  Consumer  Affairs,  Department  of  HEW 
Donald  L.  Pevsner,  Attorney-at-Law 
Merpatl  Nusantara  Airlines 
Tenholder  Travel 
Fun  way  Holidays 
Lincoln  Tour  Travel 

Certain  Trunkline  Carriers  (American  Air¬ 
lines,  Branlff  Airways,  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
National  Airlines,  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Western 
Air  Lines) 

Marie  Matson,  Travel  Columnist 
Vacation  Ventures /Carefree  Travel 
Department  of  Transportation 
Frontier  Airlines 

[FR  Doc.77-32670  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  amj 


[  6750-01 ] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  1— -FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — PROCEDURES  AND  RULES  OF 
PRACTICE 

PART  2— NONADJUDICATIVE 
PROCEDURES 

Subpoenas  in  Investigations 
AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  change  delegates 
to  the  General  Counsel  the  power  to 
issue  subpoenas  in  disciplinary  investi¬ 
gations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  30,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Oliver  J.  Trytell,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20580,  202-523-3731. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Rule  2.7  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  deals  with  the  issuance  of  in¬ 
vestigational  subpoenas.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  decided  that  it  is  appropriate 
for  the  General  Counsel  to  investigate 
matters  regarding  standards  of  conduct 
and  disbarment  that  arise  under  Section 
4.1(e)  of  its  Rules.  Thus,  this  amendment 
specifically  delegates  to  the  General 
Counsel  the  power  to  issue  subpoenas  in 
investigations  arising  under  Rule  4.1(e), 
and  to  handle  specified  matters  tangen¬ 
tial  to  the  issuance. 

Accordingly,  16  CFR  2.7  (a)  and  (b) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.7  Subpoenas  in  Investigations. 

(a)  The  Commission  or  any  member 
thereof  may  issue  a  subpoena,  directing 
the  person  named  therein  to  appear  be¬ 
fore  a  designated  representative  at  a 
designated  time  and  place  to  testify  or 
to  produce  documentary  evidence,  or 
both,  relating  to  any  matter  under  in¬ 
vestigation  by  the  Commission.  The  Di¬ 
rectors,  Deputy  Directors,  and  Assistant 
Directors  of  the  Bureaus  of  Competition, 
Consumer  Protection,  and  Economics, 
and  the  Regional  Directors  and  Assistant 
Regional  Directors  of  the  Commission’s 
regional  offices,  pursuant  to  delegation 
of  authority  by  the  Commission,  without 
power  of  redelegation,  also  may  issue  in¬ 
vestigational  subpoenas,  and,  for  good 
cause  shown,  may  extend  the  time  pre¬ 


scribed  for  compliance  with  subpoenas 
issued  during  the  investigation  of  any 
matter.  The  Director,  Deputy  Director, 
Assistant  Director,  Regional  Director,  or 
Assistant  Regional  Director,  who  issues 
any  subpoena  under  this  section  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  negotiate  and  approve  the 
terms  of  satisfactory  compliance  there¬ 
with.  Specifically,  the  subpoena  power 
conferred  by  section  329  of  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
6299)  is  included  within  this  delegation. 
The  General  Counsel,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  by  the  Commission, 
without  power  of  redelegation,  may  issue 
investigational  subpoenas  for  matters 
arising  under  Section  4.1(e)  of  these 
Rules.  The  (3eneral  Counsel  also  may 
take  all  other  action  with  regard  to  sub¬ 
poenas  as  are  described  and  delegated 
in  this  subsection. 

(b)  Any  motion  to  limit  or  quash  any 
investigational  subpoena  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
within  ten  (10)  days  after  service  of  the 
subpoena,  or,  if  the  return  date  is  less 
than  ten  (10)  days  after  service  of  the 
subpoena,  within  such  other  time  as  may 
be  allowed.  All  motions  to  limit  or  quash 
any  investigational  subpoenas  shall  be 
ruled  upon  by  the  Commission  itself, 
but  the  above-designated  Directors, 
Deputy  Directors,  Assistant  Directors, 
Regional  Directors,  Assistant  Regional 
Directors  and  the  General  Counsel  are 
delegated,  without  power  of  redelegation, 
the  authority  to  rule  upon  motions  for 
extensions  of  time  within  which  to  file 
motions  to  limit  or  quash  any  investiga¬ 
tional  subpoenas. 

*  ’  *  •  •  * 

(15  U.S.C.  146(g):  15  U.S.C.  §49;  Reorga¬ 
nization  Plan  No.  4  of  1961  (26  FR  6191).) 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-32535  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am) 

[6750-01  ] 

[Docket  No.  9052] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES.  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

New  Rapids  Carpet  Center,  Inc.,  Et  Al.; 

Correction 

AGENCY :  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Correction  of  final  order. 

SUMMARY :  ’This  document  corrects  m 
Doc.  77-30792,  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  Friday,  October  21. 
1977  (42  FR  56108);  In  the  matter  of 
New  Rapids  Carpet  Center,  Inc.,  et  al. 

FOR  FUR-THER  INFORMA’ITON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Jack  Dugan,  Acting  Director,  New 
York  Regional  Office,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  2243-EB  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10007,  212-264-1207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA’TION: 
The  following  corrections  are  made: 

Page  56108,  right-hand  column,  line 
3.")  “line  6’’  should  read  “line  5’’; 


Page  56109,  left-hand  column,  line  22, 
“items”  should  read  “terms”; 

Page  56109,  left-hand  column,  line  42, 
alter  the  word  “merchandise”  insert  the 
word  “or”; 

Page  56110,  left-hand  column,  line  15, 
after  the  word  “copy”  insert  “of  the  sum¬ 
mons  or  other  document  initiating  the 
action”. 

[FR  Doc.77-32613  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 

[  4810-25  ] 

Title  31 — Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

CHAPTER  V— OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AS¬ 
SETS  CONTROL,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

PART  515— CUBAN  ASSETS  CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 

Bunkering  of  Cuban  Vessels  arid  Fueling  of. 
Cuban  Aircraft  by  Overseas  Installations 
of  United  States  Oil  Companies 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Con¬ 
trol,  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  'The  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control  authorizes  foreign  firms  owned 
or  controlled  by  United  States  persons  to 
bunker  and  supply  Cuban  vessels  and  to 
fuel  Cuban  aircraft.  ’The  need  for  the 
amendment  is  to  remove  the  prohibition 
on  such  firms  engaging  in  such  activities 
so  as  to  make  treatment  of  such  firms 
consonant  with  current  licensing  policy 
for  foreign  subsidiary  trade  with  Cuba. 
The  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to  lift  the 
prohibition. 

EFFECTIVE  DA’TE:  Nov.  3,  1977. 

FOR  FUR’THER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

George  F.  Hazard,  Chief  of  Licensing, 
Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 
D.C.  20220  (202)  376-0428. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  rule  amends  the  Cuban  Assets  Con¬ 
trol  Regulations  by  adding  section 
515.561  containing  a  general  license.  ’The 
purpose  of  the  rule  is  to  authorize  foreign 
firms  owned  or  controlled  by  United 
States  persons  to  bunker  and  supply 
Cuban  vessels  and  to  fuel  Cuban  aircraft. 
Since  this  amendment  relaxes  existing 
restrictions  and  involves  a  foreign  affairs 
function,  the  provisions  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553)  re¬ 
quiring  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
the  opportunity  for  public  participation, 
and  a  delay  in  effective  date  are  inap¬ 
plicable. 

'The  primary  author  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  Dennis  M.  O’Connell. 

31  CFR  Part  515  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  §  515.561  to  read: 

§  515.561  Bunkering  of  Cuban  Vessels 
and  Fueling  of  Cuban  Aircraft  by 
American-owned  or  Controlled  For¬ 
eign  Firms. 

Foreign  firms  owned  or  controlled  by 
United  States  persons  are  authorized  to 
engage  in  transactions  ordinarily  inci¬ 
dent  to  the  bunkering  of  vessels  and  to 
the  fueling  of  aircraft  owned  or  con- 
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trolled  by,  or  chartered  to,  Cuba  or  na¬ 
tionals  thereof. 

(60  UB.C.  App.  6(b)  ;  32  U.S.C.  2370(a);  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  6193,  3  CFR  1943  Cum.  Supp.; 
Treasiuy  Department  Order  No.  128,  32  FR 
3472.)  ^ 

Stanley  L.  Sommerfield, 

Acting  Director. 

Approved; 

Bette  B.  Anderson, 

Under  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-32710  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

(COD  77-44) 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 
Anchorage  Grounds,  Port  of  New  York 
AGENCY:  C^ast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  Is  dises¬ 
tablishing  Anchorage  Grounds,  No.  49-C 
(explosives).  Port  of  New  York  because 
this  anchorage  is  no  longer  needed  as 
an  explosives  anchorage. 

EPFECmVE  DATE :  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  December  12, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Buildmg,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  202-426- 
1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
On  March  1,  1976,  the  Coast  Guard  pub¬ 
lished  a  proposed  rule  (41  FR  8794)  to 
amend  the  New  York  Harbor  Anchor¬ 
ages.  It  was  intended  to  disestablish  An¬ 
chorage  No.  49-C  (8  110.155(m)  (1) )  at 
that  time.  The  final  rule  (41  FR  36018), 
published  on  August  26,  1976,  inadvert¬ 
ently  failed  to  include  this  change.  Most 
of  this  anchorage  is  now  incorporated 
in  Anchorage  No,  25.  This  explosives  an¬ 
chorage  was  established  at  the  request 
of  the  U.S.  Navy  to  service  Naval  vessels. 
Since  U.S.  Naval  vessels  were  the  only 
vessels  authorized  to  use  this  anchorage 
and  the  U.S.  Navy  has  recommended  that 
the  anchorage  be  disestablished,  the 
Coast  Guard  has  determined  that  it  is 
unnecessary  to  go  through  the  rulemak¬ 
ing  requirements  under  5  U.S.C.  553. 

Drafting  Information:  The  principal 
persons  involved  in  drafting  this  rule  are: 
Lieutenant  Commander  H.  E.  Snow, 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems,  and  Mr,  S.  D. 
^Jackson,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
8  110.155(m)  (1)  of  Part  110  of  Title  33 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
revoked. 


(Sec.  7,  39  Stat.  1053,  as  amended,  (33 
U.S.C.  471);  Sec.  6(g)(1),  80  Stat.  940,  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(g)(1)):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(1)). 

Dated:  November  3, 1977, 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 

Commandant. 
(FR  Doc.77-32644  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[  3710-92  ] 

CHAPTER  II— CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

PART  207— NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 

Kuluk  Bay  &  Bering  Strait,  Alaska;  Naval 
Restricted  Areas 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD. 

ACTION ;  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  regulations  establish¬ 
ing  naval  restricted  areas  at  Kuluk  Bay, 
Adak,  Alaska,  and  Bering  Strait,  Alaska, 
are  hereby  amended  with  respect  to  en¬ 
forcement  responsibility  for  the  re¬ 
stricted  areas.  The  Alaska  Sea  Frontier 
Command  and  Seventeenth  Naval  Dis¬ 
trict  formerly  charged  with  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  restricted  areas  have  been 
disestablished  and  the  responsibilities  for 
the  areas  have  been  reassigned. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  November  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  (CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Ralph  T.  Eppard,  202-693-5070  or 
write:  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
DAEN-CWO-N,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
We  have  determined  that  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  public  procedures 
thereto  are  impracticable  and  unneces¬ 
sary  as  this  action  involves  only  an 
agency  organizational  matter.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  33  CFR  207.802(b)  (3)  and  207.804 
(b)  (3)  are  revised  as  set  forth  below. 

§  207.802  Kuluk  Bay,  Adak,  Alaska; 
naval  restricted  area. 

*  •  *  •  « 

(b)  The  regulations.  *  *  • 

(3)  The  regulations  in  this  section 
shall  be  enforced  by  the  Commander, 
Patrol  Wing,  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet,  NAS 
Moffett  Field,  California,  and  such  agen¬ 
cies  as  he  may  designate. 

§207.804  Bering  Strait,  Alaska;  naval 
restricted  area  off  Cape  Prince  of 
Wales. 

*  •  •  ,  *  * 

(b)  The  regulations.  •  •  * 

(3)  The  regulations  in  this  section 
shall  be  enforced  by  the  Commander, 
Third  Fleet,  Pearl  Harbor,  Hawaii,  and 
such  agencies  as  he  may  designate. 

Note. — The  Department  of  the  Army  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
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Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107, 

(40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1.) 

Dated;  October  19, 1977. 

Charles  R.  Ford, 

Acting  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army,  (.Civil  Works) . 
(FR  Doc.77-32612  Filed  11-6-77:8:45  am] 


[  6560-01 ] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

(FRL  812-8] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Revision  to  the  New  York  State 
implementation  Plan 

AGENCY ;  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  incorporates 
into  the  New  York  State  Implementation 
Plan  a  recently  amended  section  of  New 
York  State’s  Environmental  Conserva¬ 
tion  Law  and  a  section  of  its  Official 
Compilation  of  Codes,  Rules,  and  Regu¬ 
lations.  The  unamended  law  and  regu¬ 
latory  section  were  previously  disap¬ 
proved  by  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  because  they  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  adequate  legal  authority  to  ensure 
for  the  public  availability  of  air  pollutant 
emission  data.  Public  availability  of  data 
is  required  by  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  regulations.  Receipt  of  the  re¬ 
vision  request  from  New  York  State  was 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  25,  1977  on  page  37830. 

DATES:  This  approval  action  becomes 
effective  November  10, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

William  S.  Baker,  Chief,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  U.S.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Region  II  Ofi&ce,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007,  212- 
264-2517. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 

'  regulations  require  that  State  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plans  (SIPs)  contain  ^e- 
quate  legal  authority  to  ensure  the  pub¬ 
lic  availability  of  air  pollutant  emission 
data. 

A  State  submittal,  dated  February  14, 
1977,  requested  EPA  to  revise  the  New 
York  State  Implementation  Plan  to  in¬ 
clude  an  appropriate  State  law  and  regu¬ 
lation.  EPA  announced  receipt  of  this  re¬ 
quest  and  published  a  summary  of  the 
State’s  proposed  revision  in  the  July 
25,  1977  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
(42  FR  37830) . 

The  proposed  revision  consists  of  Sec¬ 
tion  19-0305(2)  (a)  of  New  York  State’s 
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Environmental  Conservation  Law 
(ECL) ,  as  amended  by  Chapter  760,  Mc¬ 
Kinney’s  1975  Session  Laws  of  New  York, 
and  also  an  opinion,  dated  January  27, 
1977,  by  the  Honorable  Louis  J.  Lefko- 
witz.  Attorney  General  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  interpreting  both  the  amended 
ECL  and  Part  200.2  of  Title  6  of  New 
York  State’s  Official  Compilation  of 
Codes,  Rules,  and  Regulatons  (6  NYC 
RR  200.2).  Prior  to  the  amendment  of 
ECL  §  19-0305(2)  (a) ,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  had  disapproved  the 
inclusions  of  this  law  and  6  NYCRR 
200.2  as  parts  of  the  SIP  because  they  did 
not  provide  an  adequate  mechanism  for 
public  availability  of  emission  data  and 
did  not  give  the  State  adequate  legal 
authority  to  make  emission  data  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  as  required  imder  EPA 
regulation. 

On  September  26,  1974,  EPA  promul¬ 
gated  40  CFR  52.1685(a)  and  40  CFR  52.- 
1686(a)  (39  FR  34537).  This  action  dis¬ 
approved  the  inclusion  as  a  part  of  the 
SIP  of  the  New  York  State  regulation 
and  law  pertaining  to  public  access  to 
emission  data.  A  substitute  federal  regu¬ 
lation,  40  CFR  52.1685(b),  was  promul¬ 
gated  on  November  28,  1975  (40  FR 
55332).  This  action  made  public  avail¬ 
ability  of  emission  data  a  matter  sub¬ 
ject  to  federal  regulation. 

Based  on  the  New  York  State  Attorney 
General’s  opinion  and  its  own  review, 
EPA  now  finds  that  ECL  §  19-0305(2) 
(a),  as  amended,  gives  the  State  ade¬ 
quate  legal  authority  to  make  emission 
data  available  to  the  public  and  that  6 
NYCRR  200.2,  when  read  in  conjimction 
with  the  amended  statute,  also  ade¬ 
quately  provides  for  public  availability 
of  emission  data.  Therefore,  both  the 
amended  statute,  ECL  §  19-0305(2)  (a) , 
and  6  NYCRR  200.2  are  approved  for 
incorporation  into  the  New  York  State 
Implementation  Plan.  Furthermore,  this 
action  revokes  40  CFR  52.1685(a).  40 
CFR  52.1685(b)  and  40  CFR  52.1686(a) 
since  Federal  regulation  no  longer  is 
necessary. 

No  comments  were  received  from  the 
public  in  response  to  the  July  25,  1977 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

This  action  is  effective  immediately 
since  the  State’s  statute  and  regulation 
are  currently  in  effect  and  their  approval 
will  impose  no  additional  burden  on 
those  affected. 

Dated :  November  3, 1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Subpart  HH — New  York 

1.  In  §  52.1670,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  by  adding  new  subparagraph 
(35)  as  follows: 

§  52.1670  Identification  of  plan». 

•  •  »  •  • 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 


(35)  Revision  submitted  on  February 
14,  1977  by  the  New  York  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Environmental  Conservation 
consisting  of  Section  19.0305(2)  (a)  of 
New  York  State’s  Environmental  Con¬ 
servation  Law  (ECL),  as  amended  by 
Chapter  760,  McKinney’s  1975  Session 
Laws  of  New  York,  and  an  opinion, 
dated  January  27, 1977,  by  the  Honorable 
Louis  J.  Lefkowitz,  Attorney  General  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  interpreting  the 
amended  ECTj  §  19-0305(2)  (a)  and  Part 
200.2  of  Title  6  of  the  New  York  State 
Official  Compilation  of  Codes,  Rules,  and 
Regulations  (6  NYCRR  200.2).  This  re¬ 
vision  provides  for  adequate  State  legal 
authority  to  ensure  for  public  availability 
of  air  pollutant  emission  data  as  required 
under  40  CFR  51.10(e)  and  §  51.11(a)(6). 

2.  §  52.1685  is  revoked  and  reserved. 

§  52.1685  [Reserved] 

3.  §  52.1686  is  revoked  and  reserved. 

§  52.1686  [Reserved] 

(Sections  110  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  7410,  7601).) 

[FR  Doc.77-32673  FUed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[ 6560-01  ] 

[FRL  781-7) 

PART  60— STANDARDS  OF  PERFORM¬ 
ANCE  FOR  NEW  STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Amendment  to  Subpart  O:  Sewage  Sludge 
Incinerators 

AGENCY :  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION;  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  revises  the  ap¬ 
plicability  of  the  standard  of  perform¬ 
ance  for  sewage  sludge  incinerators  to 
cover  any  incinerator  that  burns  wastes 
containing  more  than  10  percent  sewage 
sludge  (dry  basis)  produced  by  munici¬ 
pal  sewage  treatment  plants,  or  charges 
more  than  1000  kg  (2205  lb)  per  day 
municipal  sewage  sludge  (dry  basis) ,  The 
State  of  Alaska  requested  that  EPA  re¬ 
vise  the  standard  because  incinerators 
small  enough  to  meet  the  needs  of  small 
communities  in  Alaska  and  comply  with 
the  particulate  matter  standard  are  too 
costly,  and  land  disposal  is  not  feasible 
in  areas  w'ith  permafrost  and  high  water 
tables.  The  intended  effect  of  the  revi¬ 
sion  is  to  exempt  from  the  standard 
small  incinerators  for  the  combined  dis¬ 
posal  of  municipal  wastes  and  sewage 
sludge  when  land  disposal,  which  is 
normally  a  cheaper  and  preferable  alter¬ 
native.  is  infeasible  due  to  permafrost, 
high  water  tables,  or  other  conditions. 

DATES:  This  amendment  is  effective 
November  10.  1977,  as  required  by 
§  111(b)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as 
amended. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Don  R.  Goodwin,  Emission  Standards 
and  Engineering  Division,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Research 
Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina  27711, 
telephone  919-541-5271. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMAnON: 
On  January  26,  1977  (42  FR  4863),  EPA 
published  a  proposed  amendment  to 
Subpart  0  of  40  CFR  Part  60.  An  error 
in  that  proposal  necessitated  a  correc¬ 
tion  notice  that  was  published  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  18.  1977  (42  FR  10019).  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  exempted  any  sewage 
sludge  incinerator  located  at  a  municipal 
waste  treatment  plant  having  a  dry 
sludge  capacity  below  140  kg/hr  (300 
Ib/hr),  and  where  it  would  not  be 
feasible  to  dispose  of  the  sludge  by  land 
application  or  in  a  sanitary  landfill  be¬ 
cause  of  freezing  conditions.  Prompting 
this  amendment  was  a  request  by  the 
State  of  Alaska  which  noted  (1)  the 
limited  availability  of  small  sludge  in¬ 
cinerators  which  can  meet  the  particu¬ 
late  matter  standard,  and  (2)  the  dif¬ 
ficulty  of  using  landfills  as  an  alternative 
means  o'  sewage  sludge  disposal  in  some 
Alaskan  communities  because  of  perma¬ 
frost  conditions. 

During  the  comment  period  on  that 
proposal,  four  comment  letters  were  re¬ 
ceived.  Copies  of  these  letters  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  comments  with  EPA’s 
responses  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  at  the  ^A  Public 
Information  Reference  Unit,  Room  2922 
(EPA  Library) .  401  M  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  In  addition,  copies  of  the 
comment  summary  and  Agency  re¬ 
sponses  may  be  obtained  upon  written 
request  from  the  Public  Information 
Center  (PM-215),  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20460  (specify  Public 
Comment  Summary:  Amendment  to 
Standards  of  performance  for  Sewage 
Treatment  Plants) . 

One  commenter  requested  that  indus¬ 
trial  sludge  incineration  also  be  ex¬ 
empted  by  this  revision.  Only  incinera¬ 
tors  which  bum  sludge  produced  by  mu¬ 
nicipal  sewage  treatment  plants  are  cov¬ 
ered  by  Subpart  O.  Incineration  of  in¬ 
dustrial  sludges  are  not  covered  because 
they  may  involve  special  metal,  toxic  and 
radioactive  waste  problems  which  were 
not  addressed  by  the  original  study  for 
developing  the  standard. 

Three  other  commenters  questioned 
the  applicability  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  One  questioned  the  need  for  the 
proposed  exemption,  arguing  that  small 
incinerators  with  control  devices  suffi¬ 
cient  to  meet  the  existing  particulate 
emission  standard  of  0.65  g/kg  dry  sludge 
input  are  commercially  available  and 
should  be  used.  Two  others  recommended 
wording  to  broaden  the  proposed  exemp¬ 
tion.  They  suggested  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  as  proposed  is  too  restrictive,  con¬ 
sidering  the  conditions  faced  by  small 
communities  in  Alaska.  One  noted  that 
high  water-table  levels  severely  limit 
land  disposal  of  sludge  in  many  areas. 
The  other  made  a  similar  comment  but 
attributed  the  problem  to  high  rainfall 
as  well. 

Based  upon  these  comments,  EPA  re¬ 
evaluated  the  need  for  the  proposed  ex¬ 
emption.  EPA  recognizes  that  at  least 
one  type  of  incinerator  (the  fluidized- 
bed  type)  can  be  constructed  in  size  cat- 
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egories  of  less  than  140  kg/hr  (300  Ib/hr) 
and  with  emission  control  equipment  ca¬ 
pable  of  achieving  the  existing  standard. 
However,  separate  sludge  disposal  by  an 
incinerator  dedicated  exclusively  to  sew¬ 
age  sludge  is  unduly  costly  for  a  small 
community.  This  conclusion  is  based  on 
data  contained  in  two  EPA  publications : 
A  Guide  to  the  Selection  of  Cost-EJffec- 
tive  Wastewater  Treatment  Systems 
(EPA-430/9-75-002),  and  Municipal 
Sludge  Management:  EPA  Construction 
Grants  Program — An  0\fervlew  of  the 
Sludge  Management  Situation  (EPA- 
430/9-76-009).  Sludge  incineration  costs, 
especially  those  for  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance,  were  compared  for  sewage 
treatment  plants  of  1  and  10  million  gal¬ 
lons  per  day  (mgd)  capacity.  Costs  for  a 
1  mgd  plant  (about  1000  kg  of  dry  sludge 
per  day)  were  100  to  300  percent  higher 
than  those  for  a  10  mgd  facility.  A  small, 
remote  community  which  already  incin¬ 
erates  its  other  municipal  wastes  would 
bear  the  heaviest  burden  if  forced  to  in¬ 
cinerate  its  sewage  sludge  separately. 

In  most  instances,  neither  municipal 
waste  nor  sewage  sludge  incinerators  are 
constructed  because  land  disposal  is  a 
more  cost-effective  alternative.  The  co¬ 
incineration  of  sewage  sludge  with  solid 
waste  should  be  a  cost-effective  and 
energy-efficient  disposal  alternative 
whenever  land  disposal  options  are  not 
reasonably  available.  Since  high  water 
table  levels,  high  annual  precipitation, 
freezing  conditions,  and  other  factors 
limit  or  preclude  the  land  application  or 
sanitary  landfilling  of  sludge,  EPA  has 
decided  to  broaden  the  exemption.  Only 
freezing  conditions  were  considered  in 
the  proposed  exemption.  However,  an  ex¬ 
emption  based  on  these  additional  fac¬ 
tors  would  be  difficult  to  enforce  due  to 
climatic  variability. 

In  order  to  make  the  exemption  suffi¬ 
ciently  broad  and  readily  enforceable, 
EPA  has  decided  to  exemot  incinerators 
that  burn  not  more  than  1000  kg  per  day 
of  sewage  sludge  from  municipal  sewage 
treatment  plants  provided  that  the  sew¬ 
age  sludge  (dry  basis)  does  not  comprise, 
by  weight,  more  than  10  percent  of  the 
total  waste  burned.  The  exemption  pro¬ 
vides  relief  only  when  sewage  sludge  is 
co-incinerated  with  municipal  wastes, 
since  any  Incinerator  combusting  more 
than  10  percent  sewage  sludge  is  affected 
by  the  emission  standard  regardless  of 
the  amount  of  sludge  combusted.  This 
approach,  is  based  principally  on  the  eco¬ 
nomics  of  sewage  waste  disposal  and  ap¬ 
plies  to  any  small  community  faced  with 
very  difficult  land  disposal  conditions.  It 
allows  disposal  of  small  quantities  of 
sewage  sludge  in  incinerators  primarily 
combusting  municipal  refuse. 

CJurrently,  sludge  incineration  for 
small  communities  is  50  to  100  percent 
more  costly  per  ton  of  dry  sludge  than 
land  application  or  sanitary  landfilling. 
Even  though  EPA  is  proposing  criteria 
for  landfill  design  and  operation,  the 
costs  of  Incineration  are  expected  to  re¬ 
main  significantly  higher.  Thus,  it  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  this  exemption  will  not  cause 
a  shift  to  incineration,  but  will  only  pro¬ 


vide  relief  in  areas  where  land  disposal 
is  either  infeasible  or  very  costly. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
relieve  small  communities  (<9,000  pop¬ 
ulation)  of  the  burden  of  constructing 
separate  incinerators  for  municipal 
wastes  and  sewage  sludge  in  areas  where 
land  disposal  is  not  feasible.  Co-incinera¬ 
tion  of  sewage  sludge  with  solid  w'astes 
is  less  costly  than  separate  sludge  in¬ 
cineration  and  provides  an  energy  bene¬ 
fit  in  lower  auxiliary  fuel  consumption. 
Without  this  amendment,  any  co-incin¬ 
eration  facility  would  have  been  consid¬ 
ered  a  sludge  incinerator  under  Subpart 
0. 

Since  sludge  incineration  costs  decline 
as  the  quantities  disposed  of  increase, 
this  amendment  limits  the  exemption  to 
co-incineration  units  burning  not  more 
than  1090  kg  (2205  lb)  dry  sludge  per 
day.  At  an  average  generation  rate  of 
0.11  kg  (0.25  lb)  dry  sludge  per  person 
per  day,  the  1000  kg  limit  represents  a 
population  of  approximately  9.000  per¬ 
sons.  The  10  percent  sludge  allowance  in 
such  co-incineration  is  based  on  the  fact 
that  an  average  community  generates 
about  14  times  as  much  solid  waste  per 
person  as  dry  sludge.  Thus  the  10  percent 
allowance  should  easily  permit  a  small 
community  to  co-incinerate  all  its  sludge 
and  solid  waste  in  one  facility. 

This  amendment  does  not  affect  the 
applicability  of  the  National  Emission 
Standard  for  Mercury  under  40  CFR  Part 
61.  However,  significant  mercury  wastes 
are  usuallv  not  found  in  sewage  sludge 
(from  small  communities,  but  are  more 
commonly  found  in  metropolitan  wastes 
from  industrial  activity. 

It  should  be  noted  that  standards  of 
performance  for  new  sources  established 
under  section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
reflect  emission  limits  achievable  with 
the  best  adequately  demonstrated  sys¬ 
tems  of  emission  reduction  considering 
the  cost  of  such  systems.  State  imple¬ 
mentation  plans  (STPs)  approved  or  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  section  110  of  the  Act, 
on  the  other  hand,  must  provide  for 
the  attainment  and  maintenance  of  na¬ 
tional  ambient  air  quality  standards 
(NAAQS)  designed  to  protect  public 
health  and  welfare.  For  that  purpose 
SIPs  must  in  some  cases  require  greater 
emission  reductions  than  those  required 
by  standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

States  are  free  under  section  116  of 
the  Act  to  establish  even  more  stringent 
emission  limits  than  those  necessary  to 
attain  or  maintain  the  NAAQS  under 
section  110  or  those  for  new  sources  es¬ 
tablished  under  section  111,  Thus,  new 
sources  may  in  some  cases  be  subject 
to  limitations  more  stringent  than  EPA’s 
standards  of  performance  under  section 
111,  and  prospective  owners  and  opera¬ 
tors  of  new  sources  should  be  aware  of 
this  possibility  in  planning  for  such 
facilities. 

Note. — The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  malor  prooosal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  Analysis 


under  Executive  Orders  11821  and  11049  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  November  3, 1977, 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

In  40  CFR  Part  60,  Subpart  O  is 
amended  by  revising  §  60.150  and  S  60.- 
153  as  follows: 

§  60.150  Applicability  and  designation 
of  affected  facility. 

(a)  The  affected  facility  is  each  in¬ 
cinerator  that  combusts  wastes  contain¬ 
ing  more  than  10  percent  sewage  sludge 
(dry  basis)  produced  by  municipal  sew¬ 
age  treatment  plants,  or  each  incinerator 
that  charges  more  than  1000  kg  (2205 
lb)  per  day  municipal  sewage  sludge  (dry 
basis). 

(b)  Any  facility  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  that  commences  construc¬ 
tion  or  modification  after  June  11,  1973, 
is  subject  to  the  requirements  of  this 
subpart. 

§  60.1 53  Monitoring  of  operations. 

(a)  The  owner  or  operator  of  any 
sludge  incinerator  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart  shall: 

(1)  Install,  calibrate,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  flow  measuring  device  which 
can  be  used  to  determine  either  the  mass 
or  volume  of  sludge  charged  to  the  in¬ 
cinerator.  The  flow  measuring  device 
shall  have  an  accuracy  of  ±5  percent 
over  its  operating  range. 

(2)  Provide  access  to  the  sludge 
changed  so  that  a  well  mixed  representa¬ 
tive  grab  sample  of  the  sludge  can  be  ob¬ 
tained. 

(3)  Install, ,  calibrate,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  weighing  device  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  mass  of  any  municipal  solid 
waste  charged  to  the  incinerator  when 
sewage  sludge  and  municipal  solid  waste 
are  incinerated  together.  The  weighing 
device  shall  have  an  accuracy  of  ±5  per¬ 
cent  over  its  operating  range. 

(Sections  111,  114,  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-6,  1857c-9, 
1857g(a)l.) 

|FR  Doc.77-32667  Filed  ll-e-77;8:45  am) 


[  6820-25  ] 

Title^41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  101— FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  F— TELECOMMUNICATIONS  AND 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

(FPMR  Amendment  F-291 

PART  101-35— TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Listenjng-in  Devices 

AGENCY:  Automated  Data  and  Tele¬ 
communications  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  Final  rule  documents 
the  General  Services  Administration’s 
policy  concerning  the  use  of  telecom¬ 
munications  listening-in  devices.  Recent 
inquiries  from  Government  agencies 
concerning  these  devices  have  pointed 
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out  the  need  to  expand  the  regulations  to 
prevent  abuses  and  to  provide  a  central 
point  for  documenting  deviations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  R.  Johnson,  Regulations 
Branch,  Agency  Services  Division,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Agency  Assistance,  Planning, 
and  Policy,  Automated  Data  and  Tele¬ 
communications  Service,  General 
Services  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20405.  Telephone  202-566-0834. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION : 
While  existing  GSA  regulations  generally 
prohibit  the  use  of  listening-in  devices, 
there  is  a  need  to  ensure  against  abuse 
and  to  maintain  records  of  authorized 
applications  of  such  devices.  In  order  to 
establish  a  base  for  the  accounting  of 
these  devices  an  initial  inventory  must 
be  accomplished.  Therefore,  each  agency 
is  requested  to  provide  to  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  (CPSR)  by  January 

9,  1977,  a  list  of  all  nonsurreptitious  lis¬ 
tening-in  devices  in  lose  as  of  November 

10,  1977,  and  a  copy  of  the  determina¬ 
tions  as  required  by  §  101-35.307-2  for 
each  device  listed. 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101-35 
is  amended  by  adding  §  101-35.311  as 
follows : 

101-35.311  Listening-ln  devices. 

Subpart  101-35.2 — Major  Changes  and 
New  Installations 

Section  101-35.202(a)  (3)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  101—35.203  Justification  of  major 
changes  and  new  installations. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(a)  *  *  * 

•  •  •  •  * 

(3)  In  addition  to  the  information  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and  (2), 
above,  the  requests  for  ACD’s  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  that  the  monitoring, 
service  observing,  or  listening-in  fea¬ 
tures  of  ACD’s  will  be  removed  or  dis¬ 
abled  at  the  time  of  installation.  These 
features  are  prohibited,  and  existing  as 
well  as  future  ACD’s  shall  have  this 
function  removed  unless  specifically 
authorized.  (See  §  101-35.311.) 

Subpart  101-35.3 — Utilization  and  Order¬ 
ing  of  Telecommunications  Services 

1.  Section  101-35.308-9  (f)  is  reserved 
as  follows: 

§  101—33.308—9  Special  service  and 
equipment. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(f)  [Reserved] 

•  •  •  *  * 

2.  Section  101-35.311  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  101—33.311  Listening-in  devices. 

(a)  The  surreptitious  listening  or  re¬ 
cording  of  oral  or  wire  communications 
is  prohibited  except  as  provided  for  in 
the  Omnibus  Crime  Control  and  Safe 
Streets  Act  of  1968,  as  amended  (18 
U.S.C.  2510  et  seq.) ,  and  other  applicable 


statutes  or  regulations.  In  the  excepted 
cases,  the  devices  shall  be  ordered  di¬ 
rectly  from  the  commercial  vendors  and 
are  exempted  from  the  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  Part  101-35. 

(b)  'The  installation  and  use  for  non¬ 
surreptitious  purposes  of  a  listening-in 
device  or  any  other  telecommunication 
device  with  the  capacity  for  the  inter¬ 
ception  of  oral  or  wire  communications 
is  also  prohibited.  Listening-in  devices 
include  such  items  as  p\ish-to-talk  fea¬ 
ture  on  handset,  push-to-listen  feature 
on  handset,  monitoring  equipment  for 
service  training  and  assistance,  etc.  De¬ 
viation  from  this  prohibition  is  permitted 
only  when  the  head  of  an  agency  or  his 
authorized  designee  determines  that  it 
is  essential  to  the  effective  execution  of 
agency  responsibilities  or  is  required  for 
operational  needs.  Orders  placed  through 
GSA  facilities  for  this  equipment  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the  written 
determination.  At  the  same  time  orders 
for  the  installation  or  removal  of  this 
equipment  are  placed  directly  with  a 
commercial  vendor,  a  copy  of  the  order 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  (CPSR),  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20405. 

(c)  GSA  will  provide  assistance  to 
agencies  in  determining  what  devices 
fall  within  the  above-cited  prohibited 
devices  category;  i.e.,  have  the  capacity 
to  listen-in,  monitor  or  intercept  oral  or 
wire  communications,  etc.  Requests  for 
assistance  shall  be  addressed  to  General 
Services  Administration  (CPSR) ,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20405. 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Note  ;  The  General  Services  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  November  1, 1977. 

Jay  Solomon, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

[PR  Doc.77-32571  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  HM-103/112:  Arndt.  No.  172-39) 

PART  172— HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

TABLE  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 
COMMUNICATIONS  REGULATIONS 

Extension  of  Placarding  Compliance  Date 

AGENCY :  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau,  DOT, 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Under  this  rule,  rectangu¬ 
lar  hazardous  materials  warning  plac¬ 
ards  (and  eouivalent  markings)  for¬ 
merly  required  to  be  displayed  on  high¬ 
way  vehicles  carrying  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials  may  be  used  in  place  of  the  square- 
on-point  placards  which  have  superseded 
them.  The  rule  will  be  effective  from 


January  1,  1978  through  June  30,  1978 
only,  and  is  intended  to  give  additional 
time  for  compliance  with  recent  changes 
in  placarding  requirements.  This  action 
is  based  upon  considerations  raised  in 
petitions  and  in  the  course  of  a  hearing 
that  was  held  on  July  21, 1977. 

EFFECTTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  January  1, 1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INPORMAllON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Donnell  W.  Morrison,  Chief,  Ve¬ 
hicle  Requirements  Branch,  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety,  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590, 202-426-1700. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORM  AIION: 
On  July  21,  1977,  the  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau  (MTB)  conducted  a 
hearing  to  receive  public  comment  on 
the  merits  of  the  American  Trucking 
Associations,  Incorporated’s  (ATA)  and 
the  National  Oil  Jobbers  Council’s 
(NOJC)  petitions  to  delay  mandatory 
placarding  for  those  vehicles  equipped 
with  permanent  placarding  systems. 
Written  comments  were  also  solicited  in 
the  June  6, 1977  notice  which  announced 
the  July  21  hearing  (42  FR  28951).  Both 
oral  and  written  comments  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  drafting  of  this  amendment. 

The  NOJC’s  petition  requested  that 
the  effective  date  of  the  new  placarding 
requirements  be  delayed  until  September 
1,  1978,  for  vehicles  currently  in  use. 
Since  this  amendment  effectively  delays 
mandatory  use  of  the  new  placards  imtil 
July  1,  1978,  most  of  the  relief  sought  in 
the  NOJC  petition  in  effect  has  been 
granted  for  reasons  stated  elsewhere  in 
this  document.  However,  the  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  the  NOJC  has  not  Justified  its 
petition. 

The  NOJC  contends  its  membership 
recently  expended  over  9  million  dollars 
to  bring  its  vehicles  into  compliance  with 
the  new  flammable  and  combustible 
liquids  definition  which  became  effective 
January  1,  1976,  under  Docket  No.  HM- 
102.  They  contend  an  additional  outlay 
of  6  million  dollars  is  now  required  for 
removal  of  old  rectangular  placards, 
painting  vehicles,  and  applying  new 
square-on-polnt  placards.  The  9  million 
dollars  spent  to  comply  with  HM-102  has 
already  been  incurred,  and  since  there  is 
no  requirement  that  a  rectangular 
placard  communicating  the  proper  haz¬ 
ard  be  removed,  costs  for  removing  old 
placards  and  repainting  of  vehicles  is  not 
necessary  to  achieve  compliance  with  the 
new  placarding  requirements.  Based  on 
the  foregoing,  the  NOJC’s  petition  to  de¬ 
lay  the  mandatory  placarding  effective 
date  until  September  1, 1978,  for  vehicles 
currently  in  use,  is  hereby  denied. 

The  ATA  petitioned  for  a  "*  ♦  *  grand¬ 
father  provision  which  would  allow 
motor  carriers  presently  using  perma¬ 
nent  type  rectangular  placarding  sys¬ 
tems  to  continue  using  such  systems  for 
the  useful  life  of  either  the  permanent 
placard  itself  or  the  vehicle  upon  which 
the  set  is  attached,  whichever  period  is 
shorter,”  The  ATA  also  petitioned  for  a 
delay  of  the  mandatory  effective  date  for 
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the  square-on-point  placards  for  certain 
vehicles  until  January  1,  1978,  which  was 
granted  by  an  amendment  to  this  docket 
published  on  June  6,  1977  (42  FR 
28888).  Since  similar  relief  until  July  1, 
1978  is  provided  by  this  amendment, 
those  aspects  of  the  ATA’s  petition  need 
not  be  discussed  further. 

The  ATA  contends  that  failure  to  grant 
a  grandfather  provision  will  require  car¬ 
riers  “*  *  *  to  collectively  absorb  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  in  undue  costs  *  *  •” 
Those  costs  are  enumerated  by  the  ATA 
as  including  the  value  of  existing  perma¬ 
nent  placarding  sets,  cost  of  new  placard 
sets,  labor  for  removal  of  existing  plac¬ 
arding,  labor  to  apply  new  placards,  and 
"down  time,”  during  which  a  vehicle  is 
not  in  use  to  generate  revenue.  As  stated 
earlier,  monies  spent  on  existing  placard 
sets  is  an  expense  already  incurred  and 
existing  placard  sets  need  not  be  removed 
provided  conflicting  hazards  are  not  dis¬ 
played.  Concurrently,  the  alleged  “down 
time”  would  be  reduced  if  these  functions 
need  not  be  performed  in  conjunction 
with  application  of  new  placard  sets. 

The  ATA  contends  a  precedent  for 
grandfathering  safety  devices  was  estab¬ 
lished  within  the  Department  by  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration’s  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety  when  a  re¬ 
placement  program  for  new  warning 
devices  for  stopped  vehicles  allowed  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  earlier  type  warning 
devices  until  the  vehicle  or  device  was  re¬ 
placed.  The  MTB  acknowledges  the  De¬ 
partment’s  prior  use  of  grandfather  pro¬ 
visions,  but  does  not  agree  that  a  parallel 
situation  exists.  Emergency  warning  de¬ 
vices  are  not  used  as  often  as  are 
placards,  and  more  important,  thev  are 
not  a  device  or  means  to  communicate 
information  to  emergency  response  per¬ 
sonnel  information  that  such  personnel 
need  to  guide  them  is  responding  to 
emergency  situations.  The  use  of  two 
different  types  of  warning  devices  for 
stopped  vehicles  would  not  create  the 
confusion  in  relaying  information  as 
would  the  use  of  two  different  hazardous 
materials  communications  svstems.  As 
evidence  to  this  fact,  the  MTB  has  re¬ 
ceived  indications  that  several  of  the 
States  that  have  adopted  the  Federal 
placarding  requirements,  or  have  similar 
placarding  requirements,  are  experienc¬ 
ing  problems  in  achieving  compliance 
now  because  of  the  present  mixing  of 
rectangular  and  square-on-point  plac¬ 
arding  systems. 

Several  commenters  at  the  public 
hearing  in  opposition  to  the  ATA’s  peti¬ 
tion  pointed  out  that  permanent  plac¬ 
arding  devices  are  not  required  and  that 
nonpermanent  placards  could  be  used, 
although  some  comments  questioned 
whether  an  adequate  supply  of  nonper¬ 
manent  placards  is  available.  The  MTB 
agrees  with  the  ATA’s  contention  that 
permanent  type  placarding  may  result  in 
a  higher  degree  of  comnliance.  The  relief 
granted  by  this  amendment  will  provide 
more  time  for  the  distribution  and  in¬ 
stallation  of  permanent  placarding  sets, 
and  for  the  adjustment  of  State  regu¬ 
lations  where  needed. 


In  previous  amendments  and  notices 
to  this  docket,  the  MTB  stated  its  ra¬ 
tionale  for  revising  the  shipping  paper, 
labeling,  marking,  and  placarding  re¬ 
quirements.  While  the  desire  to  have  a 
unified  placarding  system  among  the 
modes  was  a  major  factor  in  that  proj¬ 
ect,  it  was  only  part  of  the  overall  aim 
to  establish  a  communications  system  to 
convey  to  persons  handling  hazardous 
materials,  including  emergency  response 
personnel,  the  hazards  associated  with 
the  materials.  All  segments  of  that 
planned  systematic  approach  to  haz¬ 
ard  communication  are  now  in  effect 
except  for  placarding.  A  further  ex¬ 
tensive  delay  in  full  implementation 
of  the  new  placarding  requirements 
would  continue  some  of  the  uncer¬ 
tainties  that  have  hampered  the  abil¬ 
ity  of  carriers  to  comply  with  the 
regulations  because  of  their  interi-ela- 
tionship  with  shippers  as  established  by 
§  172.506.  An  extended  delay  also  would 
increase  the  potential  for  confusion  on 
the  part  of  State  and  local  enforcement 
personnel  that  may  impede  commerce. 
In  light  of  these  factors,  as  well  as  our 
review  of  the  economic  arguments  of¬ 
fered  by  ATA,  the  petition  of  ATA  to 
grandfather  existing  permanent  plac¬ 
arding  systems  is  hereby  denied. 

The  amendment  provided  herein  is  in¬ 
tended  to  give  persons  subject  to  high¬ 
way  placarding  requirements  more  time 
to  conform  to  the  recent  changes  and 
to  insure  adequate  availability  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  necessary  placards.  The 
amendment  is  also  intended  to  allow 
during  the  first  six  months  of  1978  the 
use  of  mixed  placarding  in  a  manner 
that  is  more  easily  enforceable  than  has 
been  the  case  to  date.  In  view'  of  this, 
the  MTB  believe^  that  the  interests  of 
States  and  localities  are  adequately 
served  by  the  rule  published  herein  and 
advises  that  State  or  local  requirements 
inconsistent  with  the  rule  may  detract 
from  the  Department’s  compliance  and 
enforcement  efforts.  The  MTB  urges 
State  and  local  agencies  con:erned  with 
highway  placarding  to  examine  their 
placarding  requirements  critically  to  as- 
certam  the  impact  of  those  requirements 
on  persons  subject  to  the  Department’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations. 

This  amendment  adds  a  new  para¬ 
graph  to  §  172.506  to  allow  some  of  the 
rectangular  placards  specified  for  use  be¬ 
fore  June  30,  1976,  to  be  used  on  motor 
vehicles  transporting  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials  by  highway  only,  in  substitution  for 
the  square-on-point  placards  specified 
by  the  new  placarding  regulations  issued 
under  Docket  HM-112.  Betw'een  Janu¬ 
ary  1, 1978  and  July  1, 1978,  the  new  plac¬ 
arding  regulations  must  be  followed,  but 
where  those  regulations  specify  use  of 
a  square-on-point  placard  which  is  iden¬ 
tified  in  the  table  added  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  172.506(c),  the  comparable 
rectangular  placard  identified  in  that 
table  may  be  used  in  place  of  the  square- 
on-point  placard.  This  amendment  does 
not  authorize  continued  reliance  on  the 
old  placarding  regulations,  but  merely 
allows  the  old  format  rectangular  plac¬ 
ards  to  be  used  as  specified  in  place  of 


the  new  square-on-point  placards.  Thus, 
shippers  and  carriers  are  bound,  after 
January  1,  1978,  by  the  placarding  regu¬ 
lation  issued  under  Docket  HM-112, 
in:luding  those  rules  that  specify  when 
and  what  kind  of  placard  may  be  re¬ 
quired  for  a  particular  transport  vehicle, 
but  at  their  option  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1978,  they  may  substitute  com¬ 
parable  rectangular  placards  for  square- 
on-point  placards. 

This  amendment  applies  to  all  plac¬ 
ards  identified  in  the  table,  regardless 
of  whether  the  placard  in  question  is  of 
permanent  or  nonpermanent  construc¬ 
tion,  and  regardless  of  whether  the  plac¬ 
ard  is  presently  mounted  on  a  transport 
vehicle. 

For  example,  if  under  Subpart  F  a 
square-on-point  NONFLAMMABLE  GAS 
placard  is  required,  a  rectangular  COM¬ 
PRESSED  GAS  placard  or  marking  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  172.823  in  effect  on  June  30, 
1976  may  be  used  until  July  1,  1978. 
After  July  1,  1978,  only  the  square-on- 
point  placards  may  be  used  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  Subpart  F. 
Piarards  already  mounted  on  transport 
vehicles  need  not  be  removed  if  they  do 
not  convey  hazard  information  that  con¬ 
flicts  with  information  on  the  new  plac¬ 
ards.  The  table  provided  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  may  be  used  to  make  that  deter¬ 
mination.  Except  for  the  fact  that  many 
old  rectangular  placards  need  not  be 
removed,  carriers  and  shippers  should 
conduct  their  operations  recognizing 
that  as  of  July  1,  1978  rectangular  plac¬ 
ards  will  not  be  authorized  for  any 
purpose. 

This  document  is  a  relaxation  of  exist¬ 
ing  requirements  and  does  not  impose 
new'  requirements.  For  this  reason,  and 
because  of  the  public  hearing  held  on 
July  21,  1977,  at  which  the  petitions  of 
the  ATA  and  the  NOJC  were  discussed, 
further  publi:  notice  is  dispensed  with. 
This  action  is  not  expected  to  increase 
costs  to  Federal,  State,  of  local  govern¬ 
ments,  to  consumers,  or  to  impose  un¬ 
due  costs  on  the  businesses  affected,  and 
should  not  have  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  or  inflationary  impact.  Primary 
drafters  of  this  document  are  David  B. 
Goodman,  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety,  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
and  Gerald  M.  Tierney,  Motor  Carrier 
and  Highway  Safety  Law  Division,  Office 
of  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Highw’ay  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  172.506  of  Title  49  CFR  is  amended 
as  follows; 

In  §  172.506  paragraph  (a)(1)  is  re¬ 
designated  paragraph  (b)  and  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  is  added.  As  revised, 
§  172.506  reads  as  follows: 

§  172.506  Providing  and  affixing  plac¬ 
ards:  Highnay. 

(a)  Each  person  offering  a  motor  car¬ 
rier  a  hazardous  material  for  transpor¬ 
tation  by  highway  shall  provide  to  the 
motor  carrier  the  reouired  placards  for 
the  material  being  offered  prior  to  or  at 
the  same  time  the  material  is  offered  for 
transportation,  unless  the  carrier’s  motor 
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vehicle  is  already  placarded  for  the  ma¬ 
terial  as  required  by  this  subpart. 

(b)  No  motor  carrier  may  transport 
a  hazardous  material  in  a  motor  vehicle 
unless  the  placards  required  for  the  haz¬ 
ardous  material  are  affixed  thereto  as 
required  by  this  subpart:'^ 

(c)  Until  July  1,  1978,  a  placard  or 
marking  meeting  the  requirements  of 
§  177.823  of  this  subchapter  in  effect  on 
June  30,  1976,  may  be  substituted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  table  for  a 
placard  required  by  this  subpart  to  be 
affixed  to  a  motor  vehicle  transporting  a 
hazardous  material  by  highway: 

The  motor  vehicle 
may  be  marked  or 
placarded  in  the 
format,  letter  size 
If  this  subpart  re-  ond  color  pre- 

quires  the  motor  ve-  scribed  in  49  CFR 

hide  to  be  pla-  177.823  in  effect 

carded:  on  June  30,  1976: 

EXPLOSIVES  A _  EXPLOSIVES  A. 

EXPLOSIVES  B _  EXPLOSIVES  B. 

NONFLAMMABLE  COMPRESSED  GAS. 

gas . - .  FLAMMABLE  GAS. 

FLAMMABLE  GAS...  COMBUSTIBLE  OR 

COMBUSTIBLE _  FLAMMABLE. 

FLAMMABLE  .  FTAMMABLE. 

FLAMMABLE  SOLID-  FLAMMABLE. 

CORROSIVE .  CORROSIVES. 

POISON  _  POISON. 

OXIDIZER . .  OXIDIZERS. 

RADIOACTIVE .  RADTO»rTTVE. 

DANGEROUS  _  DANGEROUS. 

(49  U.S.C.  1803,  1804.  1808;  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Note. — The  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  No¬ 
vember  3, 1977. 

John  J.  Fearnsides. 

Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

I FR  Doc.77-32522  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[4910-60] 

[Docket  No.  HM-112;  Arndt.  No.  173-109) 

PART  173— SHIPPERS — GENERAL  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS  AND 
PACKAGINGS 

Hydrogen  Peroxide  Water  Solutions 
Transported  by  Vessel 

AGENCY :  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau.  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  an 
administrative  oversight  by  amending 
§  173.266  Hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in 
water  to  discontinue  authority  to  ship 
by  vessel  hydrogen  peroxide  water  solu¬ 
tions  of  52  percent  concentration  or  less 
in  portable  tanks,  and  to  discontinue  the 
exception  for  shipments  of  this  material 
by  vessels.  Prior  to  consolidation  of  the 
DOT  hazardous  materials  regulations 
last  year  (41  FR  15972),  portable  tanks 
were  not  authorized  for,  and  the  excep- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

tion  did  not  apply  to  water  shipments  of 
such  hydrogen  peroxide  solutions.  These 
restrictions  were  inadvertently  elimi¬ 
nated  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding  upon 
which  consolidation  was  based.  The  Ma¬ 
terials  Transportation  Bureau  (MTB)  is 
amending  the  applicable  regulations 
without  notice  to  reimpose  those  restric¬ 
tions  to  maintain  adequate  stowage  and 
cargo  compatibility  requirements,  be¬ 
cause  the  seriousness  of  any  decomposi¬ 
tion  reaction  occurring  in  a  large  quan¬ 
tity  of  hydrogen  peroxide,  and  because 
experience  with  portable  tanks  in  hydro¬ 
gen  peroxide  service  aboard  vessels  is 
limited. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  amendment 
is  effective  on  November  10,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  this  final  rule  should  ad¬ 
dress  comments  to:  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations,  2100  Second  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Douglas  A.  Crockett,  Office  of  the 

Assistant  General  Counsel  for  Mate¬ 
rials  Transportation  Law,  Room  6222, 

Trans  Point  Building,  2100  Second 

Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Phone  202-755-4972. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  amendment  is  published  in  final 
form  without  public  notice  because  of  the 
peculiar  hazards  involved  in  water  trans¬ 
portation  of  large  quantities  of  hydrogen 
peroxide.  This  Office  is  aware  of  recent 
attempts  by  at  least  one  foreign  shipper 
to  offer  for  water  transportation  to  the 
United  States  hydrogen  peroxide  in  water 
solution  of  52  percent  or  less  concentra¬ 
tion  in  portable  tanks,  in  reliance  on  the 
language  of  49  CFR  173.266(e).  The 
Coast  Guard  is  particularly  concerned 
about  necessary  stowage  and  compati¬ 
bility  requirements  which  §  173.266(e) 
appears  to  eliminate. 

In  addition,  experience  is  limited  in 
the  use  of  portable  tanks  for  this  mate¬ 
rial  aboard  vessel,  since  such  use  was  not 
authorized  under  Coast  Guard  regula¬ 
tions  (old  46  CFR  146.23-100)  in  effect 
prior  to  consolidation  of  the  DOT  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Regulations  in  49  CFR. 
Hydrogen  peroxide  is  catalyticaUy  de¬ 
composed  by  minute  quantities  of  many 
common  substances  such  as  copper,  dust, 
dirt  and  rust.  The  larger  the  quantity  of 
hydrogen  peroxide  involved,  the  faster 
the  decomposition  reaction  and  the  in¬ 
crease  in  heat  and  pressure  are  likely  to 
be,  and  the  greater  the  consequential 
possibility  of  explosion.  The  MTB,  there¬ 
fore,  believes  it  necessary  to  reimpose 
essentially  the  same  rules  in  effect  prior 
to  consolidation  and  that  public  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  in  this  circumstance  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  For  the  same  reasons  of  public 
safety,  this  amendment  is  effective  No¬ 
vember  10,  1977. 

Although  public  notice  has  not  been 
provided,  persons  who  wish  to  comment 


on  this  action  should  do  so  at  the  address 
indicated.  The  MTB  will  reconsider  this 
amendment  and  is  prepared  to  conduct 
further  public  proceedings,  upon  demon¬ 
stration  of  adequate  justification  there¬ 
for.  This  amendment  is  not  expected  to 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
or  economic  impact.  Primary  drafters  of 
this  document  are  Douglas  A.  Crockett, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  General  Counsel 
for  Materials  Transportation  Law,  and 
Joseph  Homing,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
173  of  Title  49  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  §  173.266  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c),  and  p>aragraphs 

(d)  and  (e)  are  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  173.266  Hydrogen  peroxide  solution 

in  water. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(b)  Hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in 
water,  containing  52  percent  or  less 
hydrogen  peroxide  by  weight,  must  be 
packaged  as  prescribed  in  paragraph  (a) 
or  (f)  of  this  section  or  as  follows 
(vented  packagings  are  not  permitted 
aboard  aircraft) : 

***** 

(c)  Hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in 
water  containing  over  8  percent  hydro¬ 
gen  peroxide  by  weight  and  not  exceed¬ 
ing  37  percent,  must  be  packaged  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a),  (b),  or  (f)  of 
this  section  or  as  follows  (vented  pack¬ 
agings  are  not  permitted  aboard  air¬ 
craft)  : 

***** 

(d)  Hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in 
water,  containing  over  8  percent  hydro¬ 
gen  peroxide  by  weight  and  not  exceed¬ 
ing  10  percent,  must  be  packaged  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  or 
(f)  of  this  section  (vented  packagings 
are  not  permitted  aboard  aircraft) . 

.(e)  Except  for  transportation  by -ves¬ 
sel,  hydrogen  peroxide  solution  in  water 
not  exceeding  52  percent  hydrogen  per¬ 
oxide  by  weight,  when  shipped  in  tank 
cars,  tank  motor  vehicles,  or  portable 
tanks  in  carload  or  truckload  quantities 
only,  is  not  subject  to  any  other  require¬ 
ment  of  Parts  170-189  and  397  of  this 
title. 

***** 

(49  U.S.C.  1803,  1804,  1808;  49  CFR  1.53(e).) 

Note. — The  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circu¬ 
lar  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  October 
31,  1977. 

John  J.  Fearnsides, 

Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.77-32389  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 
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[4910-22] 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER 
SAFETY  REGULATIONS 

[Docket  No.  MC-69-2.  Arndt.  No.  77-1) 

PART  395— HOURS  OF  SERVICE  OF 
DRIVERS 

Driver's  Multi-Day  Log 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule, 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  will  permit  com¬ 
mercial  motor  carriers  engaged  in  trans¬ 
portation  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  to  use  either  a  new  revised  driver’s 
daily  log  or  a  driver’s  multi-day  log 
which  may  contain  up  to  8  days  data 
on  one  sheet  of  paper,  in  lieu  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  driver’s  daily  log.  This  action  will  re¬ 
duce  the  paper^’ork  burden  of  motor 
carriers. 

EF’ECTTVE  DATE:  Date  of  issuance 
through  June  1978. 

FOR  FUR-THER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Gerald  J.  Davis,  Chief  Driver  Re¬ 
quirements  Branch,  Regulations  Di¬ 
vision,  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety,  202-426-9767;  Mrs.  Kathleen 
S.  Markman,' Office  of  Chief  Counsel, 
202-426-0790,  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Office  hours 
are  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m.  ET. 
Monday-Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
'This  rule  was  developed  because  of  a 
petition  filed  by  the  American  Trucking 
Associations,  Inc.,  (ATA)  requesting 
adoption  of  a  new  form  of  a  daily  log. 
An  experimental  program  was  Instituted 
authorizing  29  selected  motor  carriers 
and  their  drivers  to  use  a  7 -day  log. 
(Notice  January  31,  1973,  38  FR  4010). 
The  test  took  place  from  April  1,  1973,  to 
April  1,  1974. 

Following  the  test,  an  Advance  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  Docket  MC-47, 
was  published  on  September  10, 1974,  (39 
FR  32620)  soliciting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  pertaining  to  the  new  7- 
day  format.  Comments  were  received 
raising  objections  to  certain  limitations 
placed  on  the  7-day  log.  A  second  rule- 
making  action  was  instituted  on  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  in  Docket  MC- 
69,  proposing  a  4-day  driver’s  log.  (41 
FR  3311). 

After  reviewing  all  the  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  both  Notices  and  at 
the  suggestion  of  ATA,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  was  issued  on  April  4, 
1977,  (42  FR  17891)  proposing  a  multi¬ 
day  log. 

'The  concept  of  a  multi-day  log  received 
26  supporting  comments  and  none  in  op¬ 
position.  Suggestions  were  made  about 
the  format  of  the  log  and  about  certain 
restrictions  on  its  use.  These  comments 
are  summarized  below. 

There  were  comments  opposed  to  the 
provision  that  a  regional  director  may 


revoke  the  authorization  of  using  the 
multi-day  log  if  investigation  disclose^ 
violations  of  the  regulations  attributable 
to  its  use.  ’They  contend  that  if  the  multi¬ 
day  log  can  be  discontinued  by  a  regional 
director,  carriers  are  not  likely  to  adopt 
the  system  because  of  the  cost  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  burdens  in  changing  their 
system.  Procedures  already  exist  in  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  penalize  a  carrier  and 
a  driver  who  violate  recordkeeping  re¬ 
quirements.  The  proposed  provision  has 
been  deleted  from  the  final  rule. 

Comments  were  filed  in  opposition  to 
the  proposal  that  carriers  choosing  to  use 
the  mid ti -day  log  sheet  must  use  that 
format  exclusively.  Several  of  the  com- 
menters  requested  permission  to  use  one 
type  of  format  at  one  terminal  while 
using  a  different  type  of  format  at  an¬ 
other  terminal.  Another  point  raised  in¬ 
volved  different  systems  for  different  seg¬ 
ments  of  a  carriers  operation.  It  was  also 
pointed  out  that  there  may  be  various 
types  of  operations  at  one  terminal.  Some 
drivers  operate  from  and  return  to  the 
same  terminal  every  day.  Other  drivers 
may  be  gone  for  2  days  while  other  driv¬ 
ers  may  operate  as  relay  drivers  or  in 
sleeper  berth  operations.  Carriers  con¬ 
tend  that  it  would  be  of  more  benefit  to 
permit  them  the  choice  of  a  log  to  best 
suit  a  particular  operation.  ’The  argu¬ 
ments  are  convincing  and  the  final  rule 
will  not  restrict  carriers  from  using 
different  combinations  at  different 
terminals. 

Several  comments  related  to  the  size 
of  the  proposed  multi-day  log.  object¬ 
ing  to  the  overall  size  limitation,  1" 
minimum  remarks  section,  insufficient 
space  for  remarks,  unable  to  get  7  days 
of  logs  on  8V2"xir'  sheet  of  paper, 
4  lines  instead  of  2  lines  for  recording 
duty  status,  and  increments  of  time 
being  too  small.  All  dimensions  are  min- 
imums.  Any  section  may  be  enlarged  by 
any  carrier  to  meet  individual  needs. 
The  present  standard  size  daily  log  form 
may  be  retained  while  complying  with 
the  contents  of  the  multi-day  log  format. 

Proponents  of  the  7-day  log,  although 
supporting  the  multi-day  log  concept, 
still  insist  on  a  2  line  log, 'crowding  7 
days  on  an  8t^"xll"  sheet  of  paper, 
’There  were  many  instances  during  the 
7-day  log  test  when  it  was  impossible 
to  determine  from  the  2  line  log  whether 
a  driyer  was  off  duty  or  in  a  sleeper 
berth,  or  whether  the  driyer  just  forgot 
to  record  what  his  duty  status  was.  With 
the  off  duty  and  sleeper  berth  lines  not 
shown,  there  is  no  section  for  driyers  to 
record  their  status  on  the  log  and  the 
implication  is  that  only  driying  and  on- 
duty  time  is  to  be  recorded.  Such  a  log 
would  create  severe  inspection  and  en¬ 
forcement  difficulties  and  lead  to  prob¬ 
lems  involving  relations  between  drivers, 
carrier  management  and  the  Federal 
Government.  The  2  line  log  made  it  dif¬ 
ficult  to  total  the  off  duty  and  sleeper 
berth  time  at  the  completion  of  each 
log,  since  there  is  more  chance  for  error 
when  a  driver  does  not  have  a  separate 
line  for  each  duty  status  to  total  24 
hours  at  the  end  of  each  log.  To  en- 
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courage  drivers  to  complete  the  log  as 
accurately  as  possible  and  to  assist  the 
field  staff  in  administering  the  regula¬ 
tions,  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
4  line  log  is  necessary. 

A  commenter  suggested  that  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  SVa"  X  11"  be  placed  on  th^ver- 

Front 
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all  size  of  the  multi-day  log  sheet  per¬ 
mitting  4  days  to  be  printed  on  both 
sides  thus  providing  8  days  on  one  sheet 
of  paper.  In  view  of  the  arguments 
against  the  longer  paper  needed  to  ac¬ 
commodate  7  days  on  one  side,  the  ad¬ 
ditional  costs  involved  due  to  the  odd 
size,  the  rule  has  been  changed  to  pro¬ 


vide  a  maximum  size  for  the  overall 
multi-day  log  to  8*4"  x  11"  sheet  of 
paper.  The  rule  also  provides  that  both 
sides  may  be  printed  with  logs  to  in¬ 
clude  up  to  8  days  on  one  sheet  of  paper: 
The  back  of  this  sheet  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  continuation  of  the  front 
side.  Example  of  8  day  log  follows: 

Back 


Several  comments  suggested  that  the 
main  office  address  be  eliminated  and 
several  others  suggested  that  the  home 
terminal  address  be  eliminated.  In  deter¬ 
mining,  during  a  roadside  inspection 
whether  a  driver  is  in  compliance  with 
the  hours  of  service  requirements,  it  is 
necessary  to  know  the  home  terminal  lo¬ 
cation.  TTie  main  office  address  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  for  the  safety  investigator 
to  know  where  to  send  Form  MCS-63, 
Driver  Equipment  Compliance  Check.  In 
view  of  the  problems  that  would  be 
created  by  eliminating  one  or  the  other, 
both  addresses  are  being  retained. 

A  few  comments  requested  that  origin 
and  destination  be  shown  on  the  log.  In 
an  effort  to  reduce  the  overall  size  of  the 
log,  it  was  determined  that  the  origin  and 
destination  was  not  critical  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  drivers  compliance  with  the  hours 
of  service  requirements  since  the  re¬ 
marks  section  includes  the  point  of  origin 
where  the  driver  started  driving  and  the 
destination  point  or  points  at  which  the 
driver  completed  his  trip  or  made  a  turn¬ 
around.  With  the  smaller  size  daily  log. 


carriers  may  include  additional  informa¬ 
tion  outside  that  required  by  the  log  to 
suit  their  own  individual  needs. 

Objections  were  raised  by  commenters 
to  the  proposed  requirement  that  the 
driver  shall  forward  the  original  log 
sheet,  upon  completion  of  the  last  log,  to 
his  home  terminal  or  to  the  carriers 
principal  place  of  business.  They  contend 
that  many  drivers  return  to  their  home 
terminal  faster  than  the  mail  service.  In 
order  to  reduce  the  postage  and  han¬ 
dling  costs,  drivers  should  be  permitted 
to  furnish  the  carrier  their  logs  immedi¬ 
ately  upon  return  to  his  home  terminal, 
except  when  the  driver  will  not  return 
within  5  days  of  the  completed  log  page. 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  requirement 
has  been  amended  to  provide  5  days  for 
drivers  to  submit  copies  of  their  logs  to 
the  carriers. 

One  comment  requested  that  it  be 
made  clear  that  the  unused  portion  of  a 
multi-day  log  may  be  crossed  out.  The 
rule  provides  that  the  unused  portion  be 
appropriately  noted.  This  terminology 
was  used  to  permit  various  means  of 


voiding  an  unused  section  rather  than 
requiring  the  type  of  notation  or  mark¬ 
ing.  Should  the  rule  have  such  a  specifi¬ 
cation  any  deviation  therefrom  would  be 
a  violation.  It  is  preferable  to  let  the 
driver  or  carrier  establish  their  own 
procedure  as  long  as  it  is  clearly  marked 
so  that  no  question  that  it  was  unused 
will  arise. 

Another  commenter  requested  a  pro¬ 
vision  for  a  daily  recap  in  a  1*72 "  margin 
on  the  right  side,  and  on  the  cover  of 
each  log  book  instructions  for  completing 
the  log.  The  rule  has  been  amended  to 
include  the  requirement  that  each  log 
book  contain  instructions  for  completing 
the  log.  A  daily  recap  must  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  each  driver,  either  on  the  cover 
of  the  log  book  or  by  some  other  manner. 
The  request  to  include  a  1*4"  margin 
has  already  been  taken  into  considera¬ 
tion  for  the  potential  use  of  that  space 
by  carriers.  Many  carriers  may  wish  to 
use  the  l*/2"  margin  for  other  than  a 
daily  recap,  while  other  carriers  may  not 
need  to  use  this  space.  The  l*/2"  margin 
is  therefore  left  as  on  option.  There  is  a 
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provision  included  in  the  rule  giving  car¬ 
riers  an  opportunity  to  deplete  their  cur¬ 
rent  supply  of  daily  logs  before  they  must 
use  the  new  form.  Various  comments  re¬ 
quested  this  provision. 

Various  comments  requested  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  requirement  to  show  “Ship¬ 
ping  Number”  on  the  lower  left  hand 
corner  of  each  log.  In  view  of  these  com¬ 
ments,  the  instructions  will  clarify  the 
rule  by  specifying  that  a  shipping  num¬ 
ber,  manifest  number,  name  of  shipper 
and  commodity,  or  in  case  of  multiple 
shipments,  only  one  shipping  document 
number  need  be  shown.  The  “Shipping 
Number”  as  shown  on  the  proposed  log 
has  been  changed  to  read  “Load  identifi¬ 
cation.” 

Several  commenters  requested  that 
maintenance  of  a  daily  recap  be  required 
with  option  to  recap  either  in  the  log 
book  or  supplemental  to  it  but  opposes  a 
requirement  that  the  recap  be  a  part  of 
the  log  book.  It  was  stated  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  of  the  notice  that  a  daily  recap 
must  be  provided  with  each  log  book.  The 
final  rule  herein  provides  that  the  daily 
recap  must  be  made  available  to  the 
driver  either  as  part  of  the  log  book,  log” 
sheet  or  as  a  separate  document,  which¬ 
ever  is  suitable  to  a  carrier’s  particular 
operation. 

One  carrier  requested  that  the  record¬ 
ing  of  driving  time  and  on-duty  time  be 
eliminated  on  a  •  stop-by-stop  basis  in 
multi -stop  operations  when  a  carrier  is 
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making  as  many  as  75  stops  per  day.  The 
regulations  now  provide  that  all  stops 
made  in  any  one  village,  town,  or  city, 
may  be  computed  as  one.  There  is  a  lack 
of  evidence  to  support  any  further  re¬ 
laxation  at  this  time. 

Requests  to  eliminate  the  requirement 
to  maintain  logs  for  drivers  that  return 
to  the  same  terminal  within  10  to  12 
hours  each  day  and  to  extend  the  50- 
mile  radius  exemption  to  100  miles  or  200 
miles,  are  the  subjects  of  sep>arate  rule- 
making  actions. 

The  question  has  been  raised  as  to 
which  log  form  the  driver  must  furnish 
a  carrier  when  operating  in  interline 
service.  The  driver  must  furnish  the  in¬ 
terline  carrier  a  copy  of  the  type  log 
he  is  using,  for  the  day  or  part  of  a  day 
he  drives  for  the  interline  carrier,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  type  of  log  used  by  the 
interline  carrier.  The  original  log  must 
be  surrendered  by  the  driver  to  the  motor 
carrier  which  regularly  employs  him. 
When  a  driver  is  used  by  more  than  one 
carrier,  either  the  regular  employing 
motor  carrier  or  lessor  must  retain  the 
original  log,  and  the  other  carrier  using 
the  driver  under  lease  or  inter  rhange 
service  must  retain  a  copy  of  the  log  for 
the  days  or  part  of  a  day  that  driver  is 
used  by  that  motor  carrier. 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  granted  limited  approval  of  the 
driver’s  multi-day  log  (Form  MCS-139 
and  139A) .  Unless  it  is  extended  by  fur¬ 
ther  notice,  this  final  rule  shall  be  in 
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effect  from  the  date  of  issuance  through 
June  1978. 

Accordingly,  49  CFR  Chapter  in  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Part  395  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  §  395.9,  Driver’s  Multi-Day  Log,  as 
follows: 

§  395.9  Driver's  multi-day  log. 

(a)  Every  motor  carrier  shall  require 
and  every  driver  who  operates  a  motor 
vehicle  shall  prepare,  in  duplicate,  a 
driver’s  log. 

(1)  Form  MCS-139,  or  Form  MCS  139 
combined  with  MCS-139A,  must  be  used. 
Up  to  4  consecutive  days  may  appear  on 
each  side  of  a  sheet  of  paper  for  a  total 
of  8  days  on  one  sheet.  The  maximum 
dimensions  of  the  sheet  of  paper  con¬ 
taining  the  multi-day  log  shall  be  8  Vi  "x 
11”  or  less. 

(2)  Driver’s  logs,  M(^S-139  and  MCS- 
139A,  shall  be  prepared  and  retained  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  through  (s)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Failure  to  prepare,  failure  to  make 
required  entries,  falsification  of  entries, 
or  failure  to  preserve  driver’s  logs  shall 
make  both  the  driver  and  the  carrier  li¬ 
able  to  prosecution. 

(4)  Exception.  Drivers  who  meet  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (v)  of  this 
section  need  not  comply  with  this  para¬ 
graph. 

(5)  Form  MCS-139  shall  be  not  less 
than  7  inches  by  3  inches  overall  dimen-' 
sions  with  a  minimum  of  1”  for  the  re¬ 
marks  section,  as  follows: 


Form  MCS  139 
(Rev.  12/76) 

U.S.  DEPT.  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

federal  highway  administration 

Form  Approved 

1  certify  these  entries  are  true  and  correct;  0MB  No.  004.R2399 

(Name  of  carrier  or  carriers) 

DRIVER'S  LOG 

(Driver's  signature  in  full) 

(Mam  Office  AOdress) 

(Home  Terminal  Address) 

(Day)  (Year)^  _  _  _  -  _  __  _ _  .  .  .  . .  Hours 

(Vehicle  numbers )  (Name  of  co<driver) 


>  2  34  5  67  8'  9  10  11  Noon  1  *  2  345  67  89  10  11 


1.  Off  Duty 
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(6)  Form  MCS-139A  shall  be  not  less  than  7  inches  by  2  inches  overall  dimensions  with  a  minimum  of  1"  for  the  re¬ 
marks  section  as  illustrated: 


(Venicle  numoer*)  (Name  of  coorivars) 
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(7)  Instructions  for  preparing  the  log 
and  specimen  log  shall  be  printed  on 
each  log  book  cover.  A  daily  recap  of  the 
total  hours  worked  and  hours  available 
must  be  made  available  to  drivers,  either 
by  printing  on  the  log  book  cover  or  by 
some  other  means. 

(b)  Entries  to  be  current.  Drivers  shall 
keep  the  log  current  to  the  time  of  the 
last  change  of  duty  status. 

(c)  Entries  made  by  driver  only.  All 
entries  shall  be  made  by  the  driver  in 
his  own  handwriting. 

(1)  Exception.  The  name  and  princi¬ 
pal  place  of  business  of  the  carrier  may 
be  printed. 

(d)  Date.  Enter  month,  day,  and  year 
for  each  calendar  day  on  or  off  duty. 

(e)  Total  mileage  driven  today.  Total 
mileage  driven  today  shall  be  the  total 
mileage  actually  driven  by  the  driver. 

(f)  Vehicle  identification.  The  car¬ 
rier’s  vehicle  identification  number  or 
numbers  or  the  State  and  license  num¬ 
ber  or  numbers  of  each  vehicle  or  unit 
of  a  combination  operated  during  the 
calendar  day  shall  be  entered. 

(g)  Name  of  carrier.  The  name  or 
names  of  the  carrier  or  carriers  shall  be 
that  or  those  for  which  duty  is  per¬ 
formed.  When  work  is  performed  for 
more  than  one  carrier  on  the  same  calen¬ 
dar  day,  the  beginning  and  finishing 
time,  showing  a.m.  or  p.m.,  worked  for 
each  carrier  shall  be  shown  in  the  re¬ 
marks  section.  Drivers  of  leased  vehicles 
shall  show  the  name  of  the  carrier  per¬ 
forming  the  transportation. 

(h)  Driver’s  signature.  The  driver 
shall  certify  to  the  correctness  of  the 
log  by  signing  his  first  name,  middle  ini¬ 
tial,  and  last  name  in  full.  The  initials 
and  last  name  of  each  co-driver  shall  be 
shown  on  each  log. 

(i)  Home  terminal.  The  driver’s  home 
terminal  address  shown  shall  be  that  at 
which  he  normally  reports  for  duty. 

(j)  Time  base  to  be  used.  The  log  shall 
be  prepared,  maintained,  and  submitted, 
using  the  time  standard  in  effect  at  the 
driver’s  home  terminal,  for  a  24-hour 
calendar  day  beginning  at  midnight: 
Provided,  however,  that  if  written  noti¬ 
fication  is  given  by  a  carrier  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Regional  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Office  of  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration  for  the  region  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier’s  principal  place  of  business  is  lo¬ 
cated,  drivers  of  any  named  terminal  or 
terminals  of  the  carrier  may  prepare  logs 


for  a  24 -hour  period  beginning  at  noon 
of  one  day  and  ending  at  noon  of  the 
next  succeeding  day.  For  drivers  pre¬ 
paring  logs  on  a  noon-to-noon  basis,  the 
term  7  or  8  consecutive  days  means  the 
period  of  7  or  8  consecutive  days  begin¬ 
ning  at  12:01  pm.,  on  any  day. 

(k)  Line  1,  Off  duty.  Except  for  time 
spent  resting  in  a  sleeper  berth,  a  con¬ 
tinuous  line  shall  be  drawn  between  the 
appropriate  time  markers  to  record  the 
period  or  periods  of  time  when  the  driver 
is  not  on  duty,  not  required  to  be  in  read¬ 
iness  to  work,  or  is  not  under  any  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  performing  work. 

(l)  Line  2,  Sleeper  berth.  A  continuous 
line  shall  be  drawn  between  the  appro¬ 
priate  time  markers  to  record  the  period 
or  periods  of  time  off  duty  resting  in  a 
sleeper  berth,  as  defined  in  §  395.2(g) . 

(m)  Line  3,  Driving.  A  continuous  line 
shall  be  drawn  between  the  appropriate 
time  markers  tq  record  the  period  or 
periods  of  time  on  duty  driving  a  motor 
vehicle,  as  defined  in  §  395.2(b). 

(n)  Line  4.  On  duty  not  driving.  A  con¬ 
tinuous  line  shall  be  drawn  between  the 
appropriate  time  markers  to  record  the 
period  or  periods  of  time  on  duty  not 
driving  specified  in  §  395.2(a)  (1),  (2), 
(4),  (5),  (6),  (7),  (8),  or  any  other  time 
on  duty  but  not  driving  as  defined  by 
§§  395.2(b)  and  395.7. 

(o)  Remarks.  The  appropriate  time 
marker  and  the  name  of  the  city,  town, 
or  village,  with  State  abbreviation,  or 
place  at  or  near  which  each  change  of 
duty  occurs,  shall  be  recorded,  such  as 
the  place  of  reporting  for  work,  starting 
to  drive,  on  duty  not  driving,  including 
time  for  dispatch  instructions,  pretrip  in¬ 
spections,  tire  and  load  checks,  enroute, 
etc.,  and  where  released  from  work.  Ex¬ 
plain  the  reason  resulting  in  hours  ex¬ 
ceeding  those  permitted  by  §  395.3.  Show 
load  identification  for  the  transportation 
performed  each  day  by  entering  a  ship¬ 
ping  document  number  or  numbers.  In 
case  of  multiple  shipments,  only  one 
number  is  required,  or  the  name  of  one 
shipper  and  commodity. 

(p)  Total  hours.  The  total  hours  in 
each  duty  status:  Off  duty  other  than  in 
a  sleeper  berth;  off  duty  in  a  sleeper 
berth;  driving;  and  on  duty  not  driving 
shall  be  entered.  The  total  of  the  entries 
shall  equal  24  hours. 

(q)  Continuous  off-duty  periods.  Con¬ 
tinuous  off-duty  periods  of  2  days  or 
more  may  be  recorded  on  one  log. 


(r)  Unused  logs.  Unused  logs  on  a 
multi-day  log  sheet  must  be  appropri¬ 
ately  noted. 

(s)  [Reserved] 

(t)  Filing  driver’s  log.  The  driver  shall 
deliver  the  original  log  sheet  immedi¬ 
ately  upon  completion  of  the  last  log,  to 
his  home  terminal  or  to  the  carrier’s 
principal  place  of  business.  Log  sheets 
must  be  mailed  to  the  carrier  when  the 
driver  will  not  return  within  5  days  of 
the  completed  log  page.  When  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  a  driver  are  used  by  more  than 
one  carrier  during  any  calendar  day,  the 
driver  shall  furnish  each  such  carrier, 
other  than  the  employing  carrier,  a  copy 
of  the  log  being  used  by  the  driver  con¬ 
taining  complete  entries.  The  original  log 
must  be  retained  by  the  motor  carrier 
which  regularly  employs  him.  Motor  car¬ 
riers  using  a  driver  for  the  first  time  or 
intermittently  shall  obtain  from  the 
driver  a  signed  statement  indicating  the 
total  time  on  duty  during  the  immedi¬ 
ately  proceeding  7  days  and  the  time  at 
which  he  was  first  relieved  from  duty 
prior  to  beginning  work  for  the  carrier. 

(u)  Retention  of  driver’s  log.  Daily 
logs  for  each  calendar  month  may  be 
retained  at  the  driver’s  home  terminal 
until  the  20th  day  of  the  succeeding  cal¬ 
endar  month  and  shall  then  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  carrier’s  principal  place  of 
business  where  they  shall  be  retained 
for  12  months  from  date  of  preparation. 
However,  upon  a  written  request  to,  and 
with  the  approvaLof,  the  Director,  Re¬ 
gional  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Office,  for 
the  region  in  which  a  motor  carrier  has 
his  principal  place  of  business,  a  motor 
carrier  may  forward  and  retain  such 
logs  at  a  regional  or  terminal  office.  The 
addresses  and  jurisdictions  of  the  Direc¬ 
tors  of  Regional  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Offices  are  shown  in  §  390.40  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter.  The  driver  shall  retain  a  copy 
of  logs  for  30  days  and  they  shall  be  in 
his  possession  while  on  duty. 

(v)  Exemptions. — (1)  50-mile  radius 
drivers.  The  rules  in  this  section  do  not 
apply  to  a  regularly  employed  driver  who 
drives  wholly  within  a  radius  of  50  miles 
of  the  garage  or  terminal  at  which  he  re¬ 
ports  for  work,  if  the  motor  carrier  who 
employs  the  driver  maintains  at  the  ter¬ 
minal  where  the  driver  normally  reports 
for  duty,  for  a  period  of  1  year  accurate 
and  true  records  showing  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  hours  the  driver  is  on  duty  each 
day  and  the  time  at  which  the  driver 
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reports  for,  and  is  released  from,  duty 
each  day. 

(2)  Drivers  of  lightweight  vehicles. 
The  rules  in  this  section  do  not  apply 
to  Drivers  of  lightweight  vehicles  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Section  390.17. 

(3)  Use  of  Canadian  log  forms.  In 
lieu  of  Forms  MCS-139  and  MCS-139A, 
a  driver  may  use,  and  a  motor  carrier 
may  accept,  the  form  of  driver’s  daily 
log  prescribed  in  the  “Canada  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Operators  Hours  of  Service  Regu¬ 
lations,’’  if — 


(i)  The  driver’s  home  terminal  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Canada; 

(ii)  The  motor  carrier  is  properly  reg¬ 
istered  with  the  Canadian  authorities  in 
accordance  with  the  “Canada  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Operators  Hours  of  Service  Regu¬ 
lations;’’  and 

(iii)  All  information  required  by  this 
section  is  entered  on  the  form. 

(4)  Drivers  operating  in  Hawaii.  The 
rules  in  this  section  do  not  apply  to  a 
driver  who  drives  a  motor  vehicle  in  the 
State  of  Hawaii,  if  the  motor  carrier  who 


employs  the  driver  maintains  and  re¬ 
tains  for  a  period  of  one  year  accxirate 
and  true  records  showing — 

(i)  The  total  number  of  hours  the 
driver  is  on  duty  each  day;  and 

(ii)  The  time  at  which  the  driver  re¬ 
ports  for,  and  is  released  from,  duty 
each  day. 

(w)  Specimen’log.  The  following  ex¬ 
ecuted  specimen  shows  the  correct  en¬ 
tries  on  a  driver’s  log  when  the  employ¬ 
ing  motor  carrier  has  decided  to  com¬ 
bine  Form  MCS-139  and  MCS-139A  into 
a  2  dav  multi-daily  log. 
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Not*. — Driver’s  Log.  (Form  MCS-139  and 
MCS-139A) . 

The  Federal  Highway  Administration  will 
not  provide  supplies  of  the  log.  The  log  may 
be  Incorporated  as  a  part  of  any  dally  form 
used  by  a  carrier,  provided  It  Is  so  ruled  that 
the  log  appears  distinct  and  separate  from 
other  portions  of  such  form.  In  reproducing 
the  log,  dimensions  of  not  less  than  7"  x  3" 
for  Form  MCS-139,  and  7”  x  2”  for  Form 
MCS-139  A,  with  a  minimum  of  1"  for  the 
remarks  section  in  each  form. 

This  executed  specimen  document  shows 
how  a  driver  Is  to  prepare  the  log.  It  covers 
a  driver's  activities  on  the  first  day  of  a  trip 
in  which  he  left  Richmond,  Va.,  with  a  ship¬ 
ment  of  miscellaneous  freight  to  be  delivered 
In  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Boston,  Maiss.,  return¬ 
ing  to  Richmond,  Va. 

The  driver  in  this  Instance  reported  for 
duty  with  his  co-driver  at  the  carrier’s  Rich¬ 
mond  terminal  at  6  a  m.,  at  which  time  he 
was  given  papers  for  the  shipments  and  In¬ 
structions  for  making  the  tjlp.  The  vehicle 
combination  was  being  loaded  at  the  time  he 
reported  for  duty  and  the  driver  attended 
the  vehicle  until  the  loading  was  completed. 
He  then  made  a  pretrip  Inspection  of  the 
vehicle  (§§  392.7  and  392.8),  made  entries 
upon  his  driver’s  log  to  7:30  a.m.  as  "on  duty 
not  driving  and  started  driving  at  that  time 
(§§  395.2(a)  (1)  and  (2) ).  At  9  a.m..  In  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Va.,  he  was  involved  In  an  acci¬ 
dent  with  an  automobile  which  was  damaged 
to  the  extent  of  $250.  He  remained  at  the 
accident  scene  for  one-half  hour  while  the 
police  conducted  their  investigation.  He  ob¬ 
tained  information  relating  to  the  accident 
(§392.40)  and  performed  an  inspection  of 
the  vehicle  (§396.6).  He  then  made  entries 
upon  his  log  to  9:30  a  m.,  showing  this  stop 
as  "on  duty  not  driving”  and  started  driving 
at  that  time  (§  395.2(a)(6)).  He  drove  until 
noon  at  which  time  he  stopped.  He  then 
made  entries  upon  his  log  to  noon  indicating 
that  he  had  been  driving  for  2*4  hours.  At 
12  noon  he  stopped  near  Baltimore,  Md.,  at  a 
truck  stop  for  fuel  and  lunch.  He  then  made 
entries  upon  his  log  to  1  p.m.,  showing  this 
stop  as  "on  duty  not  driving.’’  He  then  en¬ 
tered  the  sleeper  berth  while  his  co-driver 
assumed  the  driving  duties.  At  5:30  p.m.,  he 
arrived  at  the  carrier’s  Newark,  N.J.,  terminal 
and  reported  to  the  dispatcher.  He  gave  to 
the  dispatcher  his  statement  concerning  the 
accident.  He  was  told  by  the  dispatcher  that 
help>ers  would  not  have  the  Newark  bound 
freight  unloaded  until  7  p.m.  He  then  walked 
to  a  nearby  diner,  leaving  the  vehicle  at  the 
terminal,  ate  dinner  and  returned  at  the 
specified  time.  He  then  made  entries  upon 
his  log  to  7  p.m.,  showing  5:30  p.m.  to  6  p.m. 
as  “on  duty  not  driving”  (§  395.2(a)  (6) )  and 
showing  6  p.m.  to  7  p.m.  as  "off  duty”  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  vehicle  and  its  cargo  were 
under  the  care  and  custody  of  the  carrier’s 
dispatcher  during  this  time,  and  then  started 
driving.  At  10:30  p.m..  the  vehicle  broke 
down  near  Hartford.  Conn.  He  placed  warn¬ 
ing  devices  upon  the  highways  (§  392.26), 
and  then,  he  and  the  co-driver,  diagnosed  the 
trouble  and  made  repairs.  He  made  entries 
upon  his  log  to  11  p.m.  showing  this  stop  as 
"on  duty  not  driving.”  (§  395.2(a)  (7) ),  and 
then  resumed  driving  at  that  time.  At  1  a  m., 
he  arrived  at  the  Boston  termln.'».l  and  re¬ 
ported  to  the  dispatcher.  He  then  totaled  the 
hours  for  each  column  on  the  log  and  entered 
the  totals  in  the  spaces  provided.  The  totals 
for  each  line  equaled  24  hours.  Immediately 
thereafter,  he  started  preparation  of  his 
May  9th  log.  He  made  entries  upon  his  log  to 
1  a.m.  showing  he  had  lust  completed  2  hours 
of  driving.  He  unhooked  the  tractor  from 
trailer  No.  12A  and  hooked  up  to  trailer  No. 
19A.  The  driver  then  made  a  pretrip  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  vehicle  and  made  entries  upon 
his  driver’s  log  to  2  a.m.  as  “on  duty  not 
driving”  (§  395.2(a)  (5)  and  §§392.7  and 


392.8)).  Aft^wards  he  entered  the  sleeper 
berth  and  his  co-driver  assumed  the  driving 
duties.  At  5:30  a.m.  he  arrived  at  the  carriers 
Albany,  N.Y.,  terminal  and  reported  to  the 
dispatcher.  He  was  told  that  the  terminal 
would  not  finish  unloading  the  Albany  freight 
until  7  a.m.  He  then  walked  to  a  nearby 
diner,  ate  breakfast  and  returned  at  the 
specified  time.  Then  the  driver  made  entries 
upon  his  log  to  7  a.m.,  showing  5:30  a.m.  to 
6  a.m.  as  "on  duty  not  driving”  (§  395.2(a) 
(5))  and  showing  6  a.m.  to  7  a.m.  as  “off 
duty”  because  this  period  the  vehicle  and 
its  cargo  were  under  the  care  and  custody 
of  the  carrier's  dispatcher.  At  7  a.m.  the 
driver  resumed  driving. 

At  10:30  a  m.  he  arrived  at  the  carrier’s 
New  York  City  terminal.  He  reported  to  the 
dispatcher  and  helped  supervise  the  loading 
of  freight  onto  the  vehicle.  The  driver  walked 
to  a  restaurant  for  lunch.  He  made  entries 
upon  his  log  to  12  noon,  showing  10:30  a.m. 
to  1 1  a.m.  as  "on  duty  not  driving”  ( §  395.2 
(a)) 5))  and  showing  11  a.m.  to  12  noon 
as  ’’off  duty.”  At  noon  he  entered  the  sleeper 
berth  while  his  co-driver  assumed  driving. 
At  6  p.m.  he  stopped  near  Washington.  D.C.. 
at  a  truck  stop  for  dinner  and  fuel  after 
eating,  he  made  entries  on  his  log  to  7  p.m., 
showing  this  stop  as  “on  duty  not  driving,” 
and  started  driving  at  that  time. 

At  9:30  p.m.  he  arrived  back  at  his  carrier’s 
Richmond,  Va.,  terminal  and  reported  to  the 
dispatcher.  He  supervised  the  unloading  of 
his  vehicle.  He  made  entries  upon  his  log  to 
10:30  pm.  showing  stop  as  "on  duty  not 
drlvlng”‘'(§  395.2(a)  (5) ),  and  then  went  “off 
duty.” 

(x)  Effective  time.  Carriers  may  use 
Form  MCS-139  and  139A  only  through 
June  1978. 

2.  Section  395.8(a)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  first  sentence  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  395.8  Driver's  daily  log. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  Section  395.9 
and  in  paragraph  (t)  of  this  Section, 
every  motor  carrier  shall  require  that  a 
driver's  daily  log,  Form  MCS-59  set  forth 
below,  shall  be  made  in  duplicate  by 
every  driver  used  by  him  or  it  and  every 
driver  who  operates  a  motor  vehicle  shall 
make  such  a  log. 

*  •  •  •  •  I 

(Sec.  204,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C. 
304),  Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  89-670,  80  Stat.  937 
(49  U.S.C.  1655):  49  CFR  1.48;  49  CFR 
301.60.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Issued  on  November  2, 1977. 

Howard  L.  Anderson, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.77-32428  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[4910-58] 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

PART  501 — ORGANIZATION  AND 
DELEGATION  OF  POWERS  AND  DUTIES 

Amended  De'egat'ons  of  Authority;  Chief 
Counsel  and  Executive  Secretary 

AGENCY ;  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 


ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  adjusts  the  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  to  carry  out  investi¬ 
gations  under  section  112(c)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  by  delegating  to  the  Chief  Counsel 
and  Executive  Secretary  certain  powers 
now  exercised  by  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
The  adjustment  is  necessary  to  improve 
the  processing  of  investigatory  actions 
during  their  latter  stages.  The  rule  also 
delegates  to  the  Executive  Secretary  gen¬ 
eral  subpoena  authority  under  other 
Acts  administered  by  the  agency. 

DATES:  This  rule  is  effective  November 
10, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TAITT: 

John  Womack,  Assistant  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426- 
1834.  ■ 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  notice  amends  the  delegations  at 
49  CFR  501.8  with  respect  to  the  exercise 
of  authority  under  subsection  112(c)  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act,  Sec.  112(c),  Pub.  L.  89-563, 
80  Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1401(c)).  No  ex¬ 
plicit  delegation  has  yet  been  made  of 
this  authority,  apart  from  the  general 
delegation  at  49  CFR  501.8(c)  to  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Programs. 

The  authority  to  administer  para¬ 
graphs  112  (c)(1).  (c)(4),  (c)(5),  and 
that  part  of  (c)(3)  which  requires  re¬ 
ports  and  answers  to  be  given  under  oath, 
is  hereby  removed  from  the  general  dele¬ 
gations  in  §  501.8(c)  and  delegated  to  the 
Chief  Coimsel,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration.  A  new  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  is  added  to  §  501 .8 (i)  to  reflect 
this  delegation,  and  an  appropriate  ref¬ 
erence  is  inserted  into  paragraph  (c). 

The  authority  to  Issue  subpoenas  is 
hereby  removed  from  the  general  dele¬ 
gation  in  §  501.8(c)  and  delegated  to  the 
Executive  Secretary,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration.  A  new 
paragraph  (j)  is  added  to  §  501.8  to  re- 
fiect  this  delegation,  and  an  appropriate 
reference  is  inserted  into  8  501.8(c).  To 
encompass  other  provisions  under  which 
subpoenas  may  issue,  the  Executive 
Secretary  is  delegated  general  subpoena 
power  under  both  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  and  the 
Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947 
(15  U.S.C.  1901-2012). 

Because  this  amendment  relates  to 
agency  management,  procedures  and 
practices,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary  and  it  may  be 
made  effective  in  fewer  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
501  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  5  501.8(c),  the  exception  to  the 
general  delegations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  §501.8(i)  is  amended  by  adding 
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paragraph  (2)  as  follows;  and  a  new 
paragraph  (J)  is  added  as  follows: 

§  501.8  Delegations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Associate  Administrator  for  Motor 
Vehicle  Programs.  Except  for  those  por¬ 
tions  that  have  been  reserved  to  the 
Administrator,  delegated  to  the  Chief 
Counsel,  or  delegated  to  the  Executive 
Secretary,  *  •  * 

•  •  •  *  * 

(!)**• 

(2)  Exercise  the  powers  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  other  than  subpena  powers, 
under  the  following  paragraphs  of  sub¬ 
section  112(c)  of  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (80  Stat. 
718,  as  amended  88  Stat.  1470;  15  U.S.C. 
1401(c) )  at  such  stage  in  each  investiga¬ 
tion  as  the  Administrator  may  determine 
that  the  preliminary  data  indicate  a  need 
for  a  full  inquiry:  paragraph  (1),  para¬ 
graph  (3)  with  respect  to  requiring  re¬ 
ports  and  answers  to  be  given  under 
oath,  paragraph  (4) ,  and  paragraph  (5) . 

(j)  Executive  Secretary.  The  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  is  delegated  authority  to 
issue  subpenas,  at  the  request  of  the 
Chief  Counsel  and  after  notice  to  the 
Administrator,  for  the  attendance  of  wit¬ 
nesses  or  production  of  documents  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  National  Traffic  and  Mo¬ 
tor  Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

(80  stat.  718,  as  amended  88  Stat.  1470;  15 
UJ5.C.  1401(c)),  and  the  Motor  Vehicle  In¬ 
formation  and  Cost  Savings  Act  (86  Stat. 
947,  as  amended  89  Stat.  871,  90  Stat.  981;  15 
U.S.C.  1901-2012). 

(Sec.  112,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1401,  1407);  Pub.  L.  92-513,  86 
Stat.  947;  Pub.  L.  94-163,  89  Stat.  871;  dele¬ 
gations  at  49  CFR  1.50.) 

Issued  on  November  4, 1977. 

Joan  Claybrook, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-32570  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am) 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 
[ 1505-01  ] 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Ex  Parte  No.  230  (Sub-No.  4) ) 

PART  1090— PRACTICES  OF  FOR-HIRE 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY  PARTICIPAT- 
ING  IN  TRAILER  ON-FLATCAR^ SERVICE 

Investigation  To  Consider  Further  Modifica¬ 
tion  of  Piggyback  Service  Regulations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-31610  appearing  at  page 
57127  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  November 
1, 1977,  in  the  third  column,  immediately 
beneath  the  signature,  the  sentence  now 
reading  "Accordingly,  Part  1090  of  Chap¬ 
ter  X  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  deleted.”  should  have  read 
“Accordingly,  §  1090.5  of  Chapter  X  of 
Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  deleted.” 


[4310-55] 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Opening  of  Bosque  del  Apache  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  to  Hunting  of  Migratory 
Game  Birds;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  special  regula¬ 
tion. 

SUMMARY :  This  document  corrects  the 
closing  date  in  the  Supplementary  In¬ 
formation  in  the  migratory  game  bird 
hunting  regulations  for  geese  on  the 
Bosque  del  Apache  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  published  by  the  Service  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1977  at  42  FR  55216. 
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EFFECTIVE  DATES:  November  19 
through  December  4,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  W.  Rigby,  Refuge  Manager, 
Bosque  del  Apache  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  1246,  Socorro, 
N.  Mex.  87801.  Telephone  505-835- 
1828. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  amendment  in  this  document  cor¬ 
rects  the  closing  date  of  specific  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service’s  regulations  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  14,  1977 
(FR  Doc.  77-30010,  42  FR  55216).  This 
document  was  authorized  by  W.  O.  Nel¬ 
son,  Jr.,  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87103. 

50  CFR  Part  32  is  amended  by  correct¬ 
ing  a  date  for  the  Bosque  del  Apache 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  as  follows: 

In  the  first  paragraph,  §  32.12,  the  por¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  hunting  of  geese  that 
now  reads :  “Public  hunting  only  of  snow, 
blue  and  Ross’s  geese  on  the  Bosque  del 
Apache  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  November  19  through  De¬ 
cember  14,  1977,  •  *  •”  is  corrected  to 
read:  “Public  hunting  only  of  snow,  blue 
and  Ross’s  geese  on  the  Bosque  del 
Apache  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  November  19  through  De¬ 
cember  4,  1977,  •  * 

Note. — Economic  Impact  Review:  The 
Service  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  November  4,  1977. 

Jerry  L.  Stegman, 
Acting  Regional  Director. 

Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 
[FR  Doc.77-32600  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 
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[3410-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart929] 

HANDLING  OF  CRANBERRIES  GROWN  IN 
THE  STATES  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 
RHODE  ISLAND,  CONNECTICUT,  NEW 
JERSEY,  WISCONSIN,  MICHIGAN, 
MINNESOTA,  OREGON,  WASHINGTON, 
AND  LONG  ISLAND  IN  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Amendment  of  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  AgrictUtural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the 
proposal  published  August  8,  1977  (42 
FR  39989)  regarding  procedures  govern¬ 
ing  the  transfer  of  unused  allotment  or 
cranberries  among  growers  and  the  dis¬ 
position  of  each  grower’s  annual  allot¬ 
ment  certificate.  'The  Cranberry  Mar¬ 
keting  Committee  submitted  an  amended 
proposal  which  would  extend  the  filing 
date  for  reports  of  transfers  and  sub¬ 
mission  of  annual  allotment  certificates 
to  January  15  of  each  year.  Under  the 
initial  proposal,  the  final  dates  for  filing 
information  with  the  committee  was 
generally  dependent  upon  the  date  the 
transfer  was  effective  and  the  grower’s 
harvest  was  completed.  The  January  15 
filing  deadline  is  designed  to  allow  an 
additional  period  of  time  for  growers 
and  handlers  to  provide  the  committee 
with  the  detailed  documentation  re¬ 
quired. 

DA'TE :  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  1. 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  two  copies  of  com¬ 
ments  to  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  1077,  South 
Building,  Washington,  D.C,  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7CFR  1.27(b) ). 

The  amended  proposal  is  as  follows: 

§929.151  Alloimpnt  Iran^ifrrs  and  dis¬ 
position  of  the  growers  annual  allot¬ 
ment  certifieate. 

(a)  Growers  who  transfer  or  receive 
the  .transfer  of  cranberries  or  allotment 
to  fill  deficiencies  pursuant  to  §  929.49(c) 
shall  report  the  details  of  such  transfer 


to  the  committee  on  CMC  forms  T3 
through  T6,  as  applicable. 

(b)  Growers  may  enter  into  aii  agree¬ 
ment  with  a  handler  or  handlers  as  to 
the  disposition  of  the  grower’s  annual 
allotment.  The  terms  of  the  agreement 
shall  be  contained  on  CMC  form  T7  or 
a  similarly  executed  agreement  accept¬ 
able  to  the  committee,  and  shall  include 
the  following: 

(1)  The  quantity  of  allotment  available 
to  the  handler  for  transfer; 

(2)  The  effective  date  of  the  agree¬ 
ment:  and 

(3)  The  signature  of  the  grower  and 
the  handler  or  their  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives. 

Any  transfer  effected  by  the  handler 
pursuant  to  this  agreement  shall  be  doc¬ 
umented  on  committee  forms  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  committee. 

(c)  Each  grower  shall  submit  to  the 
committee  his  annual  allotment  certif¬ 
icate:  Provided,  That  .each  grower  may 
authorize  a  handler  to  submit  the  an¬ 
nual  allotment  certificate  to  the  commit¬ 
tee.  Notification  that  the  handler  agrees 
to  perform  this  service  shall  be  provided 
to  the  committee  and  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  shall  be  contained  on  CMC 
form  T7  or  similarly  executed  agree¬ 
ment  acceptable  to  the  committee.  Each 
handler  shall  submit  the  allotment  cer¬ 
tificate  to  the  committee.  Each  allotment 
certificate  submitted  by  the  grower  or 
his  authorized  handler  shall  show 
quantities  of  cranberries  purchased  by 
handlers  and  the  dates  on  which  such 
purchases  were  made.  Each  certificate 
shall  be  signed  by  the  handler  and  in¬ 
dicate  the  date  on  which  any  transfers 
were  made. 

(d)  Reports  and  annual  allotment 
certificates  required  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  filed  with  the  committee  by 

^  January  15  of  each  year. 

Dated:  November  3, 1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader. 

Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-32574  Filed  ll-»-77;8:45  am| 


[ 3410-07  ] 

Farmers  Home  Administration 
[  7  CFR  Part  1901  ] 

IPmHA  Instruction  1901-0) 
PROGRAM  RELATED  INSTRUCTION 

Jointly  Funded  Grant  Assistance  to  State 
and  Local  Governments  and  Non-Profit 
Organizations 

AGENCY:  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,  USDA. 


ACmON:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  (FmHA)  proposes  procedural 
regulations  to  be  followed  for  applica¬ 
tions  for  joint  funding  from  FmHA. 
These  regulations  will  implement  the 
provisions  of  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  Circular  A-111  which  per¬ 
tains  to  joint  funding  of  related  pro¬ 
grams  of  Federal  Assistance  to  State  and 
local  governments  and  non-profit  or¬ 
ganizations. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
December  12,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Office  of  the  (Thief,  Directives 
Management  Branch,  Farmers  Home 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Room  6316,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  All  written  comments  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  address  given 
above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TA(TT; 

Allen  L.  Turnbull,  202-447-5717. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
Farmers  Home  Administration  proposes 
the  addition  of  a  new  Subpart  O  of  Part 
1901,  Chapter  XVIII.  "ntle  7  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  Subpart  O  “Jointly 
Funded  Grant  Assistance  to  State  and 
local  (government  and  Non-Profit  Orga¬ 
nization’’  (§§  1901.701-1901.750)  of  part 
1901  will  implement  the  provisions 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  A-111  which  was 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Joint  Fund¬ 
ing  Simplification  Act  of  1974  (PL 
93-510),  and  Executive  Order  11893, 
dated  December  31, 1975.  For  purposes  of 
this  Subpart  joint  funding  means  any 
undertaking  that  includes  compionents 
proposed  or  approved  for  grant  assist¬ 
ance  under  more  than  one  Federal  pro¬ 
gram,  or  one  or  more  Federal  programs 
and  one  or  more  State  programs,  pro¬ 
vided  each  of  those  components  contrib¬ 
utes  materially  to  the  accomplishment 
of  a  single  purpose  or  closely  related 
purpose.  These  regulations  shall  apply  to 
the  following  FmHA  programs:  Water 
and  Waste  Disposal  Development  Grant, 
Industrial  Development  Grant,  and 
Farm  Labor  Housing  Grant. 

Two  Exhibits  to  Subpart  O  are  added. 
Exhibit  A  lists  the  Federal  Regional 
Councils  and  Exhibit  B  provides  guides 
for  use  by  the  State  Directors  in  prepa¬ 
ration  of  documents.  These  guides  can 
be  obtained  through  any  FmHA  office. 

As  proposed  Subpart  O,  Part  1901 
reads  as  follows: 

> 

Sec. 

1901.701  Purpose. 

1901.702  Policy. 
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Sec. 

1901.703  Scope. 

1901.704-1901.705  [Reserved] 

1901.706  Definitions. 

1901.707  Applicant  eligibility. 

1901.708  Use  of  grant  funds. 

1901.709  Preapplication  processing. 

1901.710  Apnllcation  policies  and  proce* 

dures. 

1901.711  Project  management  policies  and 

procedures. 

1901.712  Management  fund. 

1901.713  Federal -State  agreements. 

1901.714  Joint  funding  audits. 
1901.715-1901.718  [Reserved] 

1901.719  State  supplements. 

1901.720-1901.750  [Reserved] 

Exhibit  A — Federal  Regional  Councils. 

Exhibit  B — Uniform  Forms.  The  Forms  listed 

here  are  for  administrative  use 
in  the  assembly  of  a  docket.  They 
are  not  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  These  forms  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  through  any  FmHA  Office. 

§  1901.701  Purpose. 

This  Instruction  provides  the  pro¬ 
cedures  to  implement  the  provisions  of 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  A-111  which  was  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Joint  Funding  Simplifi¬ 
cation  Act  of  1974  (P.L.  93-510),  and 
Executive  Order  11893,  dated  December 
31,  1975.  Circular  A-111  pertains  to  the 
joint  funding  of  related  programs  of 
Federal  Assistance  to  State  and  local 
governments  and  non-profit  organiza¬ 
tions.  It  also  provides  applicants  with 
guidance  for  use  in  proceeding  with  their 
applications.  The  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  (FmHA)  shall  cooperate  with 
State  and  substate  A-95  Agencies  in 
considering  their  comments  and  priority 
recommendations  in  the  selection  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  joint  funding. 

§  1901.702  Policy. 

This  regulation  shall  be  followed  when 
an  applicant  specifically  applies  for  joint 
funding  from  FmHA. 

§  1901.703  Scope. 

This  instruction  shall  apply  only  to  the 
following  FmHA  programs: 

Federal  domestic 
assistance 

Program:  catalog  number 

Water  and  Waste  Disposal  Devel¬ 
opment  Grant  (WWD) _ 10.418 

Industrial  Development  Grant 

(ID)  _ 10.424 

Farm  Labor  Housing  Grant  (LH)  _  10.  405 

§  1901.704-1901.705  [Reserved] 

§  1901.706  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  instruction; 

(a)  Applicant:  Any  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  or  private,  nonprofit  organiza¬ 
tion,  or  Indian  tribes  on  Federal  and 
State  reservations  and  other  Federally 
recognized  Indian  tribes  acting  sepa¬ 
rately  or  together  in  seeking  assistance 
with  respect  to  a  single  project. 

(b)  Federal  agency:  Any  agency,  de¬ 
partment,  corporation,  independent  es¬ 
tablishment,  or  other  entity  of  the  exec¬ 
utive  branch  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

(c)  Federal  assistance  programs:  Fed¬ 
eral  programs  that  provide  financial  as¬ 
sistance  through  grant  or  contractual 
arrangements,  but  does  not  include  as¬ 


sistance  in  the  form  of  General  Revenue 
Sharing,  loans,  loan  guarantees,  or  in¬ 
surance. 

(d)  Joint  funding  projects :  Any  under¬ 
taking  whether  of  a  temporary  or  con¬ 
tinuing  nature  that  includes  components 
proposed  or  approved  for  assistance  un¬ 
der  more  than  one  Federal  Program,  ot 
one  or  more  Federal  Programs  and  one  or 
more  State  programs,  provided  each  of 
those  components  contributes  materially 
to  the  accomplishment  of  a  single  pur¬ 
pose  or  closely  related  purpose. 

(e)  Lead  agency:  A  Federal  partici¬ 
pating  agency  designated  to  coordinate 
the  participation  of  all  Federal  Agen¬ 
cies  involved  in  a  joint  funding  project, 
and  to  act  as  the  applicant’s  primary 
contact  for  all  administrative  matters 
related  to  the  project.  (It  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  that  FmHA  serve  as  the  lead  agency 
when  both  an  FmHA  loan  and  grant  are 
being  provided.) 

(f)  Local  government:  Any  local  unit 
of  Government  including  a  city,  county, 
parish,  town,  township,  village,  school  or 
other  special  purpose  District,  Council  of 
Governments,  or  other  agency  or  in¬ 
strumentality  of  a  local  unit  of  Govern¬ 
ment. 

(g)  Management  fund  agency:  A  Fed¬ 
eral  Agency  responsible  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  management  fund. 

(h)  Nonprofit  organization:  Corpora¬ 
tions  operated  on  a  not-for-profit  basis 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State 
statutes. 

(i)  Participating  agency:  Any  Federal, 
State  or  other  agency  which  provides,  or 
will  provide,  financial  assistance  to  a 
jointly  funded  project  at  some  time  dur¬ 
ing  the  funding  period  for  the  project. 

(j)  State:  Any  of  the  several  States  of 
the  United  States,  the  Commonwealth 
of  Puerto  Rico,  any  territory  or  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  United  States,  or -any  agency 
or  instrumentality  of  a  State,  and  any 
tribe  as  defined  in  Section  3(c)  of  the 
Indian  Financing  Act  (88  Stat  77). 

§  1901.707  Applicant  eligibility. 

(a)  Water  and  Waste  Disposal  Devel¬ 
opment  Grants.  Applicants  desiring  to 
obtain  Water  and  Waste  Disposal  De¬ 
velopment  Grants  from  FmHA  through 
the  use  of  joint  funding  assistance  must 
meet  the  eligibility  requirements  for 
such  grants  set  forth  in  Part  1823  Sub¬ 
part  P  of  this  Chapter  (FmHA  Instruc¬ 
tion  442.13,  Appendix  A). 

(b)  Industrial  Development  Grants. 
Applicants  desiring  to  obtain  Industrial 
Development  Grants  from  FmHA 
through  the  use  of  joint  funding  assist¬ 
ance  must  meet  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  for  such  grants  set  forth  in  Part 
1823  Subpart  0  of  this  Chapter  (FmHA 
Instruction  442.12,  Appendix  A) . 

(c)  Farm  Labor  Housing  Grants.  Ap¬ 
plicants  desiring  to  obtain  Farm  Labor 
Housing  Grants  through  the  use  of  joint 
funding  assistance  must  meet  the  eli¬ 
gibility  requirements  for  such  grants 
set  forth  in  Part  1822  Subpart  E  of  this 
Chapter  (FmHA  Instruction  444.6) . 

(d)  Other  agencies  (State  or  Federal). 
The  eligibility  requirements  as  set  forth 
in  enabling  legislation  or  Agency  regula¬ 


tions  for  grants  from  any  other  Agency, 
either  Federal  or  State,  shall  apply  to  its 
funded  portion  of  the  overall  project.  It 
shall  be  the  applicants  responsibility  to 
consult  with  any  Agencies  whose  require¬ 
ments  are  not  known. 

§  1901.708  Use  of  grant  funds. 

(a)  Water  and  Waste  Disposal  Devel¬ 
opment  Grant  Funds.  Water  and  Waste 
Disposal  Development  Grant  Fimds  is¬ 
sued  through  joint  funding  assistance 
will  be  used  only  for  the  purposes  set 
forth  as  eligible  grant  purposes  in  Part 
1823  Sutpart  P  of  this  Chapter  (FmHA 
Instruction  442.13,  Appendix  A). 

(b)  Industrial  Development  Grant 
Funds.  These  funds  issued  through  joint 
funding  assistance  will  be  used  only  for 
the  purposes  set  forth  as  eligible  grant 
items  in  Part  1823  Subpart  P  of  this 
Chapter  (FmHA  instruction  442.12  Ap¬ 
pendix  A) . 

(c)  Farm  Labor  Housing  Grants. 
These  funds  issued  through  joint  fund¬ 
ing  assistance  will  be  used  only  for  the 
purposes  set  forth  as  eligible  grant  items 
in  Part  1822  Subpart  E  (FmHA  Instruc¬ 
tion  444.6). 

(d)  Other  agency  grant  funds.  The 
use  which  the  applicant  may  make  of 
other  State  and  Federal  Grant  funds  will 
be  determined  by  the  applicable  Agency 
requirements  for  the  use  of  those  funds. 
It  shall  be  the  applicant’s  responsibility 
to  consult  with  any  Agencies  whose  re¬ 
quirements  are  not  known. 

§  1901.709  Preapplication  processing. 

(a)  Federal  Regional  Councils.  Appli¬ 
cants  who  wish  to  obtain  joint  funding 
assistance  will  complete  the  required 
preapplication  forms  and  submit  to  the 
appropriate  Federal  Regional  Council 
(FRO  in  which  the  proposed  project  is 
located.  If  the  proposed  project  includes 
assistance  from  State  sources,  the  appli¬ 
cant  will  submit  a  copy  of  the  preappli¬ 
cation  to  the  appropriate  State  Agency. 
See  Exhibit  A  of  this  Subpart  for  a  list  of 
FRC’s,  including  addresses  and  States 
served. 

(b)  Preapplication  forms.  Applicants 
who  wish  to  obtain  FmHA  assistance  for 
a  joint  funded  project  will  complete  a 
preapplication  using  Guide  1  (Form  AD 
621,  Preapplication  for  Federal  Assist¬ 
ance)  .  County  Supervisors  will  provide 
assistance  to  the  applicant  as  necessary 
in  completing  the  preapplication. 

(c)  Supplemental  information.  The 
applicant  will  provide  the  following  sup¬ 
plemental  information  along  with  the 
preapplication. 

( 1 )  Identification  of  all  programs  and 
agencies  from  which  assistance  is 
requested. 

(2)  A-95  clearinghouse  comments  and 
priority  recommendations.  The  County 
Supervisor  will  inform  the  applicant  that 
clearinghouse  comments  are  required  at 
the  first  contact  and  will  assist  the  ap¬ 
plicant  as  necessary,  in  filing  a  written 
“notice  of  intent”  with  the  appropriate 
A-95  clearinghouse  agencies. 

(3)  A  narrative  justification  of  the 
need  for  jointly  funded  assistance.  The 
justification  must  indicate  that  a  re- 
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lationship  exists  among  the  programs 
cited  through  a  commonality  of  purpose 
and  that  the  selected  funding  agencies 
have  the  ability  to  support  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  overall  strategy  to  achieve  a  com¬ 
mon  stated  objective. 

(4)  The  applicant  should  specify  in 
detail  any  special  timing  considerations 
which  may  affect  the  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project. 

(5)  Preliminary  Engineering  or  Archi¬ 
tectural  Report  for  construction  type 
projects. 

(6)  Indication  of.  and  request  for 
agency  review  of  anv  Federal  or  State 
program  requirement  the  applicant  con¬ 
siders  to  be  a  serious  impediment  to  the 
joint  support  of  the  proposed  project. 

(7)  ‘Verification  bv  an  independent 
public  accountant  or  authorized  Federal 
agency  or  appropriate  State  regulatory 
agency  that  the  applicant  has  or  can  de¬ 
velop  an  accounting  system  whereby 
separate  records  may  be  kept  for  each 
separate  Federal  or  State  program  in¬ 
volved  to  include  any  appropriations.  The 
applicant  must  certify  that  it  has  such 
record  keeping  capability  before  an 
award  of  jointly  funded  assistance  can  be 
made.  Full  consideration  will  be  given  to 
recent  audits  of  the  applicant’s  financial 
management  system  in  meeting  this 
requirement. 

(8)  Form  FmHA  449-10,  “Applicant’s 
Environmental  Impact  Evaluation.’’ 

(d)  Actions  by  Federal  Regional 
Councils.  (1)  The  FRC  in  the  region  in 
which  the  applicant  is  located  will  re¬ 
ceive  all  preapplications  for  jointly 
funded  assistance,  except  when  an  ap¬ 
plicant  has  been  advised  by  the  FRC  to 
submit  the  preapplication  directly  to  a 
specific  agency  (Federal  or  State). 

(2)  ’The  FRC  will  coordinate  review 
of  the  preapplications  by  Federal  and 
State  agencies  from  which  funds  are  be¬ 
ing  requested.  If  appropriate,  FRC  may 
request  an  individual  Federal  Agency  to 
coordinate  the  review. 

(3)  The  FRC  will  designate  a  lead 
agency  for  the  project. 

(4)  Appoint  a  coordinating  officer. 
When  a  project  is  accepted  for  joint 
funding  assistance,  the  FRC  or  a  Federal 
agency  designated  by  the  FRC  will  ap¬ 
point  a  coordinating  officer  to  oversee 
the  preapplication  review.  The  ccxjrdi- 
nating  officer  will: 

(i)  Serve  as  the  applicant’s  primary 
Federal  contact  during  the  preapplica¬ 
tion  review  period. 

(ii)  Determine  that  the  preapplication 
meets  necessary  requirements  and  con¬ 
tains  all  required  information. 

(iii)  Provide  copies  of  the  preappli¬ 
cation  to  all  appropriate  Federal  and 
State  agencies. 

(Iv)  Establish  an  official  project  file. 

(V)  Assist  applicants  in  locating  sup¬ 
plemental  or  alternative  sources  of  Fed¬ 
eral  support  for  the  proposed  project. 

(vi)  Receive  separate  agency  reviews 
of  the  preapplication  and  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  agencies  concerned  pre¬ 
pare  a  consolidated  review  summary  to 
the  FRC  for  transmission  to  the  appli¬ 
cant. 


(e)  Agency  preapplication  review.  (1) 
’The  FmHA  will  review  the  preapplica¬ 
tion  to  assess; 

(1)  Feasibility  of  the  proposed  project 
and  if  it  is  consistent  with  FtnHA  poli¬ 
cies  and  regulations  for  the  type  of  iwroj- 
ect  involved. 

(ii)  The  degree  to  which  the  arrplicant 
has  properly  demonstrated  a  relation¬ 
ship  between  the  programs  included  in 
the  joint  funding  project. 

(iii)  The  comretitiveness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  with  similar  requests  for 
FmHA  grant  funds. 

(iv)  Additional  information  may  be 
requested  from  the  applicant  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  a  proper  review  of  the 
preapplication. 

(2)  Within  45  calendar  days  for  con¬ 
struction  type  projects  (30  days  for  oth¬ 
ers)  ,  FmHA,  after  reviewing  the  preap¬ 
plication,  will  send  a  notice  of  preappli¬ 
cation  review  using  Guide  2  (AD-622,  No¬ 
tice  of  Preapplication  Review  Action)  to 
the  coordinating  officer,  'The  review  no¬ 
tice  will  include  at  least  the  following: 

(i)  FmHA  case  number,  if  assigned, 
for  the  project. 

(ii)  Acceptance  or  rejection  of  the 
project.  If  the  project  is  accepted  for 
further  consideration  the  estimated 
amount  of  anticipated  funding  will  be 
set.  If  the  project  is  rejected  for  joint 
funding  an  indication  will  be  included 
whether  FmHA  will  consider  the  proj¬ 
ect  under  its  regular  grant  programs. 

(iii)  The  extent  to  which  any  special 
timing  considerations  requested  by  the 
applicant  can  be  accommodated  and  the 
impact  such  action  may  have  on  the 
feasibility  of  providing  funding. 

(iv)  Action  taken  with  respect  to  the 
program  requirements  identified  by  the 
applicant  or  FmHA  reviewing  official  as 
serious  impediments  to  joint  funding  of 
the  project. 

(v)  An  “Environmental  Impact  Assess¬ 
ment’’  (Form  FmHA  440-46)  will  be 
completed  in  accordance  with  Part  1901 
Subpart  G  (FmHA  Instruction  1901-G) 
during  the  preapplication  review  and 
then  the  FmHA  State  Director  will  make 
a  determination  regarding  the  need  for 
an  environmental  impact  statement. 

(vi)  Special  requirements  including 
necessary  forms  an(i  instructions  to  proc¬ 
ess  a  formal  application  for  the  proposed 
project. 

(vii)  Date,  time,  and  place  for  the 
proposed  preapplication  conference. 

(viii)  Name  of  the  FmHA  official  to 
represent  FmHA  on  the  project  task  force 
as  named  by  the  State  Director, 

(ix)  Whether  FmHA  is  willing  to  serve 
as  lead  agency  for  the  project. 

(xi)  Any  additional  pertinent  infor¬ 
mation  as  requested. 

(f)  Notification  to  applicant.  The  co¬ 
ordinating  officer,  within  15  working 
days  of  receipt  of  the  agencies’  reviews 
and  in  consultation  with  tlie  participat¬ 
ing  agencies,  will  consolidate  all  reviews 
into  a  single  notice.  The  notice  will  then 
be  submitted  to  the  FRC  chairman  who 
will  transmit  it  to  the  applicant.  Copies 
will  also  be  sent  to  A-95  clearinghouse 
agencies. 


(1)  The  notice  to  the  applicant  will 
include:  (i)  Items  required  for  a  formal 
project  application. 

(11)  Special  requirements  identified  by 
the  agencies. 

(iii)  Lead  agency  designation  to  in¬ 
clude  name  of  the  project  manager 
designated  By  the  lead  agency.  If  FmHA 
is  the  lead  agencv,  the  State  Director 
will  name  the  project  manager. 

(iv)  Disposition  of  any  requests  by  the 
applicant  for  special  timing  of  special 
eligibility  considerations. 

(v)  List  of  task  force  members  as  es¬ 
tablished  by  FRC. 

(2)  If  the  proposed  project  is  not  con¬ 
sidered  favorably,  the  notice  shall  in¬ 
dicate; 

(i)  The  reasons  why  the  review  was 
unfavorable. 

(ii)  Which  Federal  agency,  if  any,  will 
provide  technical  assistance  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  refine  the  proposal. 

(iii)  Whether  FmHA  will  consider  ac¬ 
cepting  the  project  for  funding  under  its 
regular  programs. 

(g)  Joint  funding  task  force.  When  a 
preaoplication  for  jointly  funded  as¬ 
sistance  has  been  reviewed  favorably,  the 
FRC  shall  establish  a  project  task  force 
consisting  of  representatives  from  each 
participating  Federal  and  State  agency 
and  desienate  a  lead  agencv  for  the 
project.  The  State  Director  will  desig¬ 
nate  the  task  force  member  and  will  ap¬ 
point  a  project  manager  if  FmHA  is 
designated  as  the  lead  agency.  ’The  proj¬ 
ect  manager  will  convene  and  chair  the 
task  force  meetings. 

(h)  Preapplication  conference.  As  soon 
as  possible  after  the  applicant  has  been 
notified  of  favorable  review  action  on  its 
project,  the  lead  agency  shall  arrange  for 
a  preaoplication  conference.  The  appli¬ 
cant,  its  representatives  and  members  of 
the  project  task  force  should  attend.  The 
following  should  be  accomplished : 

(1)  Opportunity  for  the  applicant  to 
meet  the  task  force  members  and  to  dis¬ 
cuss  collective  and  individual  require¬ 
ments  necessary  to  process  a  formal  proj¬ 
ect  application. 

(2)  The  basic  application  forms,  ap¬ 
propriate  FmHA  instructions  and  con¬ 
tract  documents,  and  any  other  pertinent 
material  should  be  distributed  and  dis¬ 
cussed. 

(3)  Any  problems  of  timing  or  impedi¬ 
ments  to  joint  funding  should  be  fully 
discussed  and  solutions  reached. 

(4)  If  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  necessary  and  FmHA  is  the  des¬ 
ignated  lead  agency,  the  FmHA  project 
manager  w^ill  proceed  in  accordance  with 
Part  1901  Subpart  G  of  this  Chapter 
(FmHA  Instruction  1901-G) . 

§  1901.710  Application  policies  and 
procedures. 

(a)  Application  forms  and  materials. 
When  PtoHA  is  the  lead  agency,  the  proj¬ 
ect  manager  will  assist  the  applicant  in 
the  completion  of  Guide  3  (AD-624,  Ap¬ 
plication  for  Federal  Assistance  for  Con¬ 
struction  Programs)  and  all  other  items 
necessary  for  application  processing. 
Joint  funding  projects  shall  be  Justified 
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and  applied  for  by  providing  a  narrative 
Justification  and  other  documentation  of 
the  need  for  joint  funding  assistance. 
The  justification  narrative  statement  will 
include: 

(1)  Demonstration  that  a  relationship 
exists  between  the  agency  programs  in¬ 
volved. 

(2)  The  applicant’s  objectives  of  the 
joint  funding  project  must  be  set  forth 
and  be  clearly  obtainable.  Usually,  ob¬ 
jectives  will  be  stated  in  terms  of  the 
fulfillment  of  broad  public  needs,  the 
alleviation  of  major  problems  or  the  ac¬ 
complishment  of  specific  public  tasks. 

(3)  The  applicant  must  provide  neces¬ 
sary  plans  and  specifications  and  budgets 
which  indicate  accurately  the  scope  of 
the  iM-oject.  Normally,  a  preliminary 
engineering  or  architectural  report  will 
be  submitted  with  the  preapplication  for 
construction  type  projects.  These  pre¬ 
liminary  reports  will  be  expanded  as  nec¬ 
essary  into  complete  plans  and  specifi¬ 
cations  during  the  application  processing 
period.  Budgets  which  accurately  reflect 
the  proposed  operation  of  the  project 
will  be  completed  by  the  applicant.  Guide 
3  and  Form  FmHA  442-7,  ‘‘Initial  Oper¬ 
ating  Budget,”  may  be  used  if  appro¬ 
priate. 

(4)  Supplemental  information.  Sup¬ 
plemental  information  should  include: 

(1)  Any  special  requirements  or  infor¬ 
mation  identified  by  FmHA  or  other 
joint  ftmding  agency. 

(ii)  Notice  of  any  unresolved  special 
timing  consideration  which  may  affect 
the  feasibility  of  the  project. 

(iii)  Any  other  pertinent  material. 

(b)  Application  processing.  (1)  The 

applicant  shall  submit  the  completed  ap¬ 
plication  to  the  lead  agency  with  a  copy 
to  any  state  agencies  involved. 

(2)  The  lead  agency  shall  arrange  for 
and  conduct  a  preaward  survey  of  the 
applicant’s  financial  management  sys¬ 
tem.  FmHA  must  approve  the  survey  re¬ 
sults  before  any  grant  award  is  made. 
Any  cost  of  the  verification  must  be  paid 
by  the  applicant. 

(3)  The  lead  agency  is  responsible  for 
assuring  that  adequate  financial  man¬ 
agement  controls  are  exercised  over  joint 
funding  operations.  When  FmHA  is  the 
lead  agency,  the  supervised  bank  account 
procedure  set  forth  in  Part  1803  of  this 
Chapter  (FmHA  Instruction  402.1)  may 
be  used  via  the  Loan  Disbursal  Section 
(LDS).  Any  owner  contribution  should 
be  properly  accounted  for  any  may  be 
placed  in  a  supervised  bank  account  if 
appropriate. 

(4)  The  lead  agency  through  the  proj¬ 
ect  manager  shall:  <i)  Call  and  chair 
task  force  meetings. 

(ii)  Serve  as  primary  contact  point 
with  the  applicant  and  funding  agencies 
during  application  processing. 

(iii)  Coordinate  review  and  approval 
of  the  application  and  all  related  mate¬ 
rials  by  the  participating  agencies. 

(iv)  As  necessary,  and  in  conjunction 
with  participating  agencies,  assist  the 
applicant  in  completing  necessary  docu¬ 
ments  and  accumulation  of  materials. 

(V)  Receive  participating  agency  re¬ 
view  comments  on  the  application  and. 


in  consultation  with  the  task  force,  pre¬ 
pare  a  consolidated  notice  of  approval 
and  grant  or  a  notice  of  disapproval. 

(vi)  Establish  and  maintain  an  offi¬ 
cial  file  in  accordance  with  Part  2033 
Subpart  B  of  this  Chapter  (FmHA  In¬ 
struction  2033-B  available  in  any  FmHA 
Office) . 

(vU)  Assure  that  copies  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  are  provided  all  members  of  the 
task  force. 

(5)  Participating  Federal  and  state 
agencies  shall  each  have  a  representative 
on  the  project  task  force  and  will  assist 
in  the  overall  project  coordination  and 
provide  technical  guidance  regarding  the 
requirements  of  the  individual  agencies. 
Upon  receipt  of  the  application  the 
FmHA  representative  shall: 

(i)  Review  the  application  to  assure 
that  the  project  meets  FmHA  require¬ 
ments. 

(ii)  Notify  the  project  manager  in 
writing  if  FmHA  will  not  be  able  to  meet 
the  established  deadline  for  application 
review  completion. 

(iii)  Determine  if  F’mHA  can  accom¬ 
modate  any  special  timing  considerations 
requested  by  the  applicant. 

(iv)  Identify  any  FmHA  program  re¬ 
quirements  which  may  be  impediments 
to  the  joint  funding  of  the  project  and 
to  determine  if  these  impediments  can 
be  satisfactorily  resolved. 

(V)  Provide  the  applicant  with  a  de¬ 
tailed  list  of  FmHA  requirements  for 
project  approval  and  provide  any  neces¬ 
sary  assistance  the  applicant  may  need 
in  meeting  these  requirements. 

(6)  Federal  Regional  Councils  shall 
monitor  application  processing  and  will 
provide  a  forum  for  the  resolution  of  spe¬ 
cific  interagency  issues  which  may  arise. 

(c)  Application  approval. — (1)  Agency 
notification.  When  FmHA  completes  its 
review  of  the  project  proposal,  it  will 
notify  the  project  manager  of  its  deci¬ 
sion  regarding  approval  or  disapproval. 
If  FmHA  is  the  lead  agency,  the  project 
manager  will  receive  and  consolidate  ac¬ 
tion  notices  from  other  agencies.  If 
FmHA  approves  the  Joint  funding  proj¬ 
ect,  it  will : 

(i)  Obligate  grant  funds  using  Form 
FmHA  440-1  ‘‘Request  for  Obligation  of 
Funds,”  in  accordance  with  the  appli¬ 
cable  FmHA  instructions  involved. 

(ii)  Complete  Guide  8  (Joint  Funding 
Program  Participating  Agency  Grant 
Award  Notice)  and  submit  this  form  to 
the  lead  agency  project  manager.  The 
project  manager  should  also  be  advised 
that  he  must  not  send  the  Notice  of  Joint 
Funding  Award  to  the  applicant  until  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  conformed  copy  of  Form 
FmHA  440-1  from  FmHA.  He  should  also 
be' advised  as  to  the  date  the  Notice  of 
Joint  Funding  Grant  Award  and  the  copy 
of  Form  FmHA  440-1  should  be  received 
by  the  applicant. 

(iii)  Indicate  any  special  conditions 
to  which  approval  may  be  subject. 

(iv)  Indicate  final  disposition  or  action 
of  any  program  requirements  identified 
by  the  applicant  as  impediments  to  joint 
support  of  the  project. 

(V)  Indicate  in  detail  any  delegation 
of  powers  to  another  agency.  Such  dele¬ 


gation  will  be  made  by  the  State  Director 
only  after  prior  approval  of  the  National 
Office.  Such  delegations  may  be  made 
only  on  the  conditions  which  assure  that 
FmHA’s  enabling  legislation  is  not  being 
violated.  Such  delegation  does  not  relieve 
FmHA  of  the  responsibility  for  the  prop¬ 
er  and  efficient  management  of  projects 
funded  with  FmHA  grant  funds. 

(vi)  Indicate  the  financial  and  pro¬ 
gram  reporting  requirements  applicable 
to  the  particular  project.  Normally,  these 
reports  will  be  the  same  as  those  required 
by  the  type  of  FmHA  program  involved. 

(2)  Project  disapproval.  If  FmHA  re¬ 
jects  the  applicant’s  request,  it  will  pro¬ 
vide  detailed  reasons  for  such  rejection. 

(3)  Task  force  consolidation  of  agency 
actions.  After  each  agency  involved  has 
completed  its  review,  the  project  man¬ 
ager  will  convene  the  task  force  to  re¬ 
solve  such  issues  as  follows: 

(i)  Is  there  sufficient  justification  for 
the  use  of  joint  funding? 

(ii)  Would  it  be  more  beneficial  to  the 
applicant  for  it  to  use  individual  grant 
programs  in  lieu  of  joint  funding? 

(iii)  Working  out  uniform  require¬ 
ments  which  will  conform  to  the  policies 
and  regulations  of  each  participating 
agency. 

(iv)  Meetings  with  applicant,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  to  work  out  any  details  before  grant 
award. 

(4)  FmHA  approval  announcement. 
After  the  FmHA  funds  are  obligated,  the 
FmHA  State  Office  will  follow  Part  2015 
Sub  part  C  (FmHA  Instruction  20i5-G 
available  in  any  FmHA  Office)  in  an¬ 
nouncing  the  grant  approval  to  congres¬ 
sional  offices.  Part  1901  Subpart  J 
(FmHA  Instruction  1901-J)  will  also  be 
followed  to  notify  the  State  Central  In¬ 
formation  Reception  Agency  (SCIRA) 
about  the  financial  assistance  being  pro¬ 
vided. 

(5)  Approval  announcement.  If  the 
project  is  approved  by  all  participating 
agencies  and  upon  receipt  of  Form  FmHA 
440-1  from  FmHA,  the  project  manager 
will  prepare  a  single  notice  using  Guide  9 
(Format  for  Notice  of  Joint  Funding 
Award)  and  forward  to  the  applicant.  If 
the  project  is  disapproved,  a  letter  setting 
forth  the  reasons  will  be  sent  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  The  manager  will  coordinate 
notification  of  congressional  offices  as 
required. 

(6)  Subsequent  grants.  Any  necessary 
subsequent  FmHA  grants  needed  to  com¬ 
plete  or  expand  the  project  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  in  accordance  with  this  instruction. 

§  1901.711  Project  management  poli¬ 
cies  and  procedures. 

(a)  Lead  agency  functions.  The  lead 
agency  will  coordinate  grantor  agency 
participation  in  the  project  and  will  serve 
as  the  grantee’s  primary  contact  for  all 
administrative  matters  related  to  the 
project.  ’The  lead  agency  shall  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  necessary  costs  of  services 
in  administering  the  jointly  funded  proj¬ 
ect  unless  other  arrangements  are  nego¬ 
tiated  with  the  participating  agencies  for 
sharing  of  funds,  services  or  materials  to 
aid  in  the  administration  of  the  jointly 
funded  project. 
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(b>  Joint  management  fund.  i:\\e\eQ.6.  PmHA  funded  portion  of  the  project.  The  Uv)  Once  all  Federal  agency  funds 
agency  shall  arrange  for  the  establish-  planning  and  performance  of  develop-  have  been  transferred  to  the  FmHA  Fo¬ 
ment  of  a  joint  management  fund.  When  ment  for  WWD  and  ID  grants  will  be  nance  Office,  the  County  Supervisor  will 
FmHA  is  the  lead  agency,  the  joint  man-  handled  in  accordance  with  Part  1933  order  advances  as  required  for  orderly 
agement  fund  will  be  established  in  the  Subpart  A  (PmHA  Instruction  1933-A.  development  of  the  project.  The  multiple 
Finance  Office  and  all  funds  except  the  Appendix  B  available  in  any  FmHA  Of-  advance  method  of  obtaining  funds  from 
owner’s  contribution  will  be  disbursed  by  fice>  for  the  FmHA  funded  portion  of  the  Finance  Office  will  ordinarily  be  used, 
the  Loan  Disbursement  System  (IDS' .  the  project  and  Part  1804  Subpart  A  (v)  Advances  for  joint  funding  proj- 
(c>  Project  administration  and  co-  (FmHA  Instruction  424.1)  for  Farm  La-  ects  will  be  handled  as  provided  for  in 
ordination.  Tlie  lead  agency  shall  .ad-  bor  Housing  grants.  §  1901.711(b). 

minister  and  coordinate  the  project  on  (e)  Federal  Regional  Councils.  The  (vi)  The  PmHA  Finance  Office  will  es- 

behalf  of  participating  grantor  agencies.  Federal  Regional  Councils  will  maintain  tablish  administrative  subaccounts  for 
However,  neither  the  lead  agency  (ex-  continuing  oversight  of  jointly  funded  each  project.  Each  agency’s  funds  will 
cept  for  its  own  funds)  nor  the  Federal  projects  within  their  geographic  area  of  nof  lose  their  identity.  The  Finance  Office 
P.egional  Council  shall  make  any  decision  responsibility  and  will  also  continue  to  will  establish  a  formula  for  distribution 
concerning  the  participation  or  amount  provide  a  forum  for  the  resolution  of  in-  of  funds  based  upon  a  percentage  of  the 
of  assistance  provided  by  any  grantor  teragency  issues.  Any  problems  which  total  project  each  agency  is  financing, 
agency.  Further,  the  lead  agency  shall  can  not  be  solved  will  be  brought  before  When  the  County  Office  requests  funds 
not  evaluate  or  suggest  corrective  actions  the  FRC  by  the  project  manager.  Upon  using  Form  PmHA  440-57,  the  Finance 
related  to  grantee  performance  of  project  any  significant  change  in  the  project  Office  will  issue  a  lump  sum  Treasury 
components  supported  by  any  program  such  as  changes  in  the  nature  or  scope  check  for  the  amount  requested  but  will 
other  than  those  of  the  lead  agency,  of  the  project,  the  project  task  force  reduce  each  subaccount  its  proportional 
However,  this  does  not  relieve  the  lead  shall:  percentage. 

agency  of  the  responsibility  of  informing  (1)  Evaluate  the  project  to  determine  (vii)  The  State  Director  will  coordi- 
participating  agencies  of  any  problems  if  joint  funding  assistance  should  be  nate  the  transfer  of  State  agency  funds 
which  may  arise  and  assisting  in  the  continued.  into  the  management  fund  account  for 

resolution  of  such  problems.  The  lead  (2)  Determine  if  a  new  lead  agency  each  project. 

agency  will  maintain  an  official  project  should  be  recommended  to  the  Federal  (viii)  The  State  Director  will  assist  the 
file,  convene  and  chair  task  force  meet-  Regional  Council.  National  Office  Budget  Division  as  nec- 

ings.  receive  program  reports  required  of  (3)  Consider  and  implement  appro-  essary  in  conforming  to  the  financial 
the  grantee,  and  make  distribution  of  priate  arrangements  to  assure  continuing  reporting  requirements  for  transferred 
such  repK)rts  to  grantor  agencies.  administration  of  unexpended  funds  in  funds. 

(d)  Grantor  agencies.  Participating  the  joint  management  funds.  (2)  WhenFmHAisonlyaparticipat- 

grantor  agencies  shall  be  responsible  for:  (f)  Grantee  rcsponsibtZtfi/.  The  grantee  ing  agency,  funds  will  be  transferred  to 

(1)  Statutory  accountabiZify.  Partici-  is  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  jointly  the  lead  agency  through  the  National 
pating  grantor  agencies  are  responsible  funded  project  in^accordance  with  the  Office  Budget  Division  using  Standard 
for  ensuring  that  fimds  each  agency  pro-  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the  Form  1151  as  required  for  the  orderly 
vides  through  joint  funding  arrange-  grant  award  notice  including  the  estab-  development  of  the  project  and  placed 
ments  are  disbursed  and  expended  prop-  lishment  of  accounting  records  which  in  the  management  fund  account  under 
erly  and  in  a  manner  consistent  with  ap-  will  permit  the  identification  of  all  the  control  of  the  lead  agency.  When 
plicable  laws  and  regulations.  When  charges  to  the  individual  Federal  or  FmHA  is  providing  both  loan  and  grant 
FmHA  is  a  participating  agency,  appli-  State  agency  program.  The  grantee  ts  funds,  it  will  be  necessary'  that  FmHA 
cable  FmHA  Instructions  for  the  type  responsible  for  the  establishment  of  ac-  be  the  lead  agency  since  the  transfer  of 
of  grant  involved  will  apply.  counting  records  for  any  secondary  re-  loan  funds  to  another  agency  is  not 

(2>  Project  monitoring.  When  FmHA  cipients  to  w'hich  grant  funds  may  be  anticipated, 
is  a  participating  agency,  it  will  monitor  passed  on  to,  (b)  Management  fund  procedures. 

the  project  development  and  construe-  g  71‘>  m-  •  i  f  »i  approved  grant  award  funds 

tion  through  regular  inspection  visits  to  8  i  : lanagrnimi  lund.  represent  budgetary  and  obligation  au- 

the  project  site.  Inspection  will  be  com-  (a)  Transfer  of  Federal  funds.  When  thority  to  the  grantee  for  the  funding 
pleted  and  documented  in  accordance  the  project  application  is  approved  for  period.  The  award  letter  sent  to  the 
with ‘Part  1933  Subpart  A  (FmHA  In-  funding,  the  lead  agency  W'ill  coordinate  grantee  will  serve  as  evidence  of  the  obli- 
struction  1933-A.  Appendix  B  available  the  transfer  of  designated  funds  from  gation  for  the  joint  funding  project.  A 
in  any  FmHA  Office)  and  Part  1804  Sub-  each  participating  agency  into  the  man-  copy  of  the  grant  award  notice  shall  be 
part  A  (FmHA  Instruction  424.1)  as  agement  fund.  provided  to  participating  agencies  and  to 

appropriate.  (D  When  FmHA  is  the  lead  agency,  the  Federal  Regional  Council. 

(3)  Reports.  The  grantee  will  be  re-  FmHA  will  initiate  the  transfer  of  funds.  (2)  Upon  issuance  of  the  joint  funding 
sponsible  for  preparing  all  financial  re-  The  following  procedures  will  apply:  award  letter,  the  lead  agency  assumes  the 

ports  on  the  accrual  basis.  In  addition.  (i*  The  State  Director  will  notify  the  responsibility  for  establishing  the  man- 
the  grantee  must  provide  the  lead  agency  National  Office  Budget  Division  that  a  agement  fund  and  other  funding  ar- 
with  a  reconciliation  between  the  finan-  joint  funding  assistance  project  has  been  rangements  as  necessary, 
cial  reports  and  any  required  program  approved  and  that  FmHA  is  the  lead  (3)  The  lead  agency  may  delegate  to 
statistical  reports  for  the  same  period,  agency.  The  State  Director’s  notice  will  another  participating  Federal  agency  the 
FmHA  will  review  all  financial  and  pro-  indicate  the  Federal  and  State  agencies  powers  and  functions  necessary  to  ad- 
gram  reports  of  the  grantee  w'hich  are  involved  and  will  state  the  amount  of  minister  the  management  fund.  Such 
submitted  through  the  lead  agency,  each  agencies’  participation.  delegation  may  be  made  only  on  such 

FmHA  will  notify  the  project  manager  <n'  The  National  Office  Budget  Divi-  conditions  as  may  be  appropriate  for  the 
within  15  working  days  of  receipt  of  ac-  sion  w'ill  make  the  necessary  contacts  proper  and  efficient  management  of  proj- 
ceptance  of  the  reports  or  a  statement  and  arrangements  for  the  transfer  of  ect  funds.  Such  delegation  by  the  lead 
of  any  problems  or  discrepancies  noted  funds  from  Federal  agencies  to  the  agency  does  not  relieve  the  heads  of  any 
and  possible  solutions  to  the  problems.  FmHA  Finance  Office.  This  transfer  will  participating  agencies  of  the  responsi- 
Administrative  support.  TmHAv.'iW  be  accomplished  through  the  use  of  bility  to  accoimt  for  disbursement  of 
provide  administrative  support  to  the  Standard  Form  1151.  “Nonexpenditure  agency  funds  in  a  manner  consistent 
lead  agency  if  necessary  and  available.  Transfer  Authorization’’,  with  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

(5)  Technical  assistance  and  training.  (iii)  The  State  Director  will  execute  on  (4)  ’The  management  fund  agenqy  is 
When  FmHA  is  a  participating  agency,  it  behalf  of  FmHA  any  project  manaige-  responsible  for  reporting  joint  funding 
will  provide  technical  assistance  and  ment  agreements  or  other  interagency  transactions  in  accordance  with  the  U.S. 
training  to  the  grantee  as  necessary  to  agreement  which  may  be  necessary  in  Department  of  Treasury  Fiscal  Require- 
assure  the  successful  completion  of  the  connection  w'ith  the  transfer  of  fuiKis.  ments  Manual  and  subsequent  bulletins. 
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The  management  fimd  agency  must  be  a 
Federal  agency  because  accessibility  to 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Treasury  cen¬ 
tral  accounting  and  reporting  system  is 
required.  However,  the  management 
fund  agency  acts  as  a  broker  for  the 
Federal  funds  in  the  Joint  project.  Funds 
do  not  lose  their  identity  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  fund  and  are  available  only  for  use 
by  the  jointly  funded  grantee.  When 
another  agency  is  the  management  fund 
agency,  that  agency  will  be  required  to 
submit  monthly  reports  of  obligations 
and  expenditures  to  FmHA. 

(5)  Treasury  reporting  requirements 
for  joint  funding  transactions.  The  lead 
agency  will  be  responsible  for  meeting 
all  Department  of  the  Treasury  report¬ 
ing  requirements  for  joint  funding  trans¬ 
actions  involving  the  use  of  the  joint 
management  fund.  These  requirements 
are  contained  in  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  Fiscal  Requirements  Manual. 

§  1901.713  Federal-State  agreements. 

The  FmHA  State  Directors  shall  en¬ 
courage  and  assist  with  agreements 
whereby  joint  funding  procedures  are 
extended  to  projects  involving  assistance 
from  one  or  more  Federal  agencies  and 
one  or  more  State  agencies.  Such  agree¬ 
ments  may  include  agreements  for  the 
processing  of  requests  for  assistance  on 
a  joint  basis,  preapplication  and  applica¬ 
tion  processing,  establishment  of  coordi¬ 
nated  Federal — State  review  and  ap¬ 
proval  schedules  and  other  agreements 
which  will  more  effectively  and  efficiently 
combine  Federal  and  State  resources  in 
support  of  projects  of  common  interest. 

§  1901.714  Joint  funding  audits. 

(a)  General.  The  preaward  survey  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraph  1901.710(b)  (2)  may 
be  waived  in  those  cases  where  partici¬ 
pating  agencies  are  satisfied  that  the 
applicants  financial  management  system 
is  adequate  for  joint  funding.  If  a  pre¬ 
award  survey  is  conducted,  the  audit 
agency  performing  the  survey  shall  be 
given  at  least  30  calendar  days  prior  to 
the  joint  funding  grant  award  to  com¬ 
plete  the  survey  and  submit  its  findings 
to  the  lead  agency. 

(b)  Interim  audit — new  projects.  If 
deemed  necessary,  the  lead  agency  shall 
arrange  for  the  grantee  to  have  an  in¬ 
terim  audit  6  months  after  the  grant 
award  is  made.  The  interim  audit  is  to 
ensure  that  the  grantee’s  financial  man¬ 
agement  system  is  operating  effectively. 

(c)  Periodic  audits. 

(1)  The  lead  agency  shall  arrange  for 
the  grantee  to  have  an  annual  audit  of 
the  project  one  year  after  the  grant 
award  or  at  the  completion  of  construc¬ 
tion  whichever  shall  occur  first.  There¬ 
after,  when  FmHA  is  the  lead  agency,  an 
annual  audit  shall  be  completed  by  the 
grantee.  When  State  agencies  are  in¬ 
volved,  the  lead  agency  shall  coordinate 
with  such  State  agencies  regarding  ar¬ 
rangements  for  the  conduct  of  the  re¬ 
quired  audit.  The  lead  agency  may  utilize 
audit  reports  prepared  in  accordance 


with  appropriate  State  Statutes  or  regu¬ 
lations  in  meeting  this  audit  requirement 
provided  such  audit  reports  contain  the 
financial  information  necessary  and  are 
proposed  on  a  frequency  sufficient  to 
meet  the  above  requirements.  Audit  re¬ 
ports  shall  be  prepared  preferably  by 
the  State  auditor  or  at  his  direction.  If 
this  is  not  practical,  audit  reports  will 
be  prepared  by  an  independent  public 
accountant  who  is  certifi^  or  licensed  on 
or  before  December  31,  1970,  by  a  regu¬ 
latory  authority  of  a  State  or  other  po¬ 
litical  subdivision  of  the  United  States. 
The  cost  of  the  interim  and  initial  audits 
may  be  included  as  eligible  grant  pur¬ 
pose  items  for  FmHA  grant  program 
covered  by  this  Instruction.  The  cost  of 
future  audits  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
grantee.  The  lead  agency  may  request 
audit  reports  on  a  more  frequent  sched¬ 
ule  if  deemed  necessary  to  assure  proper 
use  of  grant  fimds. 

(2)  The  lead  agency  will  furnish  cop¬ 
ies  of  audit  reports  to  each  grantor 
agency,  the  Federal  Regional  Council, 
and  the  grantee  as  soon  as  possible  after 
completion  of  the  audit. 

(d)  Access  to  records.  The  lead  agency 
(management  fund  agency),  the  comp¬ 
troller  general  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  Office  of  Audit  or  any  of  their  duly 
authorized  representatives  shall  have  ac¬ 
cess  to  inspect,  audit  and  examine  and 
make  copies  of,  any  books,  documents, 
papers  and  records  of  any  jointly  funded 
project. 

(e)  Grantee  responsibilities.  After  the 
initial  annual  audit  it  will  be  the  grant¬ 
ees  responsibility  to  conduct  or  arrange 
for,  audits  with  a  frequency  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  lead  agency  to  assure  satis¬ 
factory  operation  of  the  grantees  finan¬ 
cial  management  system  and  the  overall 
project.  The  grantee  is  fmther  respon¬ 


sible  for  timely  and  appropriate  resolu¬ 
tion  of  audit  findings.  Failure  by  the 
grantee  to  correct  noted'  deficiencies 
within  an  agreed  upon  time  period  may 
be  cause  for  suspension  or  termination 
of  all  or  portions  of  the  joint  funding 
award. 

(f)  Audit  follow-up  procedures.  The 
lead  agency  shall  assume  overall  respon¬ 
sibility  for  assuring  appropriate  action 
is  taken  in  response  to  audit  findings  and 
recommendations.  Each  participating 
agency  is  responsible  for  the  resolution 
of  specific  audit  items  and  to  determine 
corrective  action  necessary.  The  lead 
agency  will  arrange  for  joint  meetings  as 
necessary  to  resolve  deficiencies.  Partici¬ 
pating  agencies  will  report  any  actions 
taken  to  the  lead  agency.  If  any  audit 
actions  causes  a  substantial  change  in 
joint  funding  policies  or  procedural  re¬ 
quirements,  the  lead  agency  will  notify 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(IRRO)  Washington,  DC  20503. 

§  1901.715-1901.718  [Reserved] 

§  1901.719  State  supplements.  _ 

(a)  State  instructions.  State  Directors 
may  supplement  this  instruction,  and 
its  Exhibits  as  appropriate  to  meet  State 
and  local  laws  and  regulations  and  to 
provide  for  orderly  application  process¬ 
ing  and  efficient  service  to  applicants. 
State  supplements  shall  not  contain  any 
requirements  more  restrictive  than  those 
contained  in  Part  1823  Subparts  O  and 
P  or  Part  1822  Subpart  E  (FmHA  In¬ 
structions  442.12,  442.13  or  444.6), 

(b)  State  guides.  State  Directors  may 
develop  guides  for  use  by  applicants  if 
necessary.  The  attached  guides  may  be 
used  as  is  or  may  be  modified  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  meet  State  laws  or  regulations. 
§  1901.720-1901.750  [Reserved] 


FRC  region 


States  in  FRC 


Address 


Exhibit  A. — Federal  Regional  Councils — Jointly  funded  grant  assistance  to  State  and 
local  governments  and  non-profit  organizations 


FRC  region  States  in  FRC  Address 


I- Boston . 

II—  New  York  City. 
II  I— Philadelphia. . . 

IV—  Atlanta . 

V—  Chicago . 

VI—  Dallas . 

V II—  Kansas  City . . 

VIII— Denver . 

IX—  San  Francisco. 

X—  Seattle . 


Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont. 

New  Jersey,  New  York,  Puerto  Rico, 
Virgin  Islands. 

Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Atlanta,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee. 

Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Ohio,  Wisconsin. 

.4rkansas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas. 

Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska . . 

Colorado,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  Wyoming. 

Arizona,  California,  Guam,  Hawaii, 
Nevada. 

Alaska,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Washington . 


Federal  Regional  Council  of  New  Eng¬ 
land,  Room  E-4.31,  JFK  Federal  Bldg., 
Boston,  Mass.  02203. 

FRC,  Room  3543-A,  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

Mid-Atlantic  FRC.  4450  Federal  Bldg., 
600  Arch  St.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

8.E  FRC,  Room  515, 1371  Peachtree  St., 
NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

FRC,  18th  floor,  300  South  Wacker  Dr., 
Chicago,  111.  60606. 

SW  FRC,  Room  9C-28, 1100  Commerce, 
Tpt  7*1949 

Mid-Contineiit  FRC,  Room  6.34,  601 
East  12th  St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

Mountain  Plains  FRC,  F^eral  Bldg., 
1961  Stout  St.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

Western  FRC,  P.O.  Box  360‘)8,  4.50 
Golden  Gate  Ave.,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102. 

Northwest  FRC,  1321  2d  Ave.,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101. 
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Exhibit  B — Uniform  Forms 

JOINTLY  FUNDED  GRANT  ASSISTANCE  TO  STATE 
AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS  AND  NON-PROFIT 

organizations 

Joint  funding  projects  shall  use  existing 
forms  for  regular  grant  program  as  much  as 
possible.  FmHA  Jointly  funded  project 
dockets  shall  include  the  following  as  appro¬ 
priate- 

1 .  Guides  1  through  9  will  be  used  as  ap¬ 
propriate  for  preapplication  and  application 
processing.  Guides  consist  of: 

a.  Guide  1 — Form  AD  621,  Preapplication 
for  Federal  Assistance  (Joint  Funded  Proj¬ 
ects) 

b  Guide  2 — Form  AD  622,  Notice  of  Pre- 
appilcatlon  Review  Action  (Joint  Funded 
Projects) 

c.  Guide  3 — Form  AD  624,  Application  for 
Federal  Assistance  (Jointly  Funded  Projects) 
including  all  Budget  Information  such  as 
Section  "B",  Budget  Categories,  assurances 
and  other  information  as  necessary. 

d.  Guide  4 — Form  AD  626,  Financial  Status 
Report  (Joint  Funded  Projects) 

e  Guide  5 — Form  AD  627,  Report  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Cash  Transactions  (Joint  Funded  Proj¬ 
ects) 

f  Guide  6 — Form  AD  628,  Request  for  Ad¬ 
vance  or  Reimbursement  (Joint  Funded 
Projects) 

g.  Guide  7 — Form  AD  629,  Outlay  Report 
and  Request  for  Reimbursement  for  Con¬ 
struction  Programs  (Joint  Funded  Projects) 
h  Guide  8 — Joint  Funding  Program  Par¬ 
ticipating  Agency  Grant  Award  Notice  (Joint 
Funded  Projects) 

1  Guide  9 — Guide  Letter — Format  for  No¬ 
tice  of  Joint  Funding  Award. 

2  All  Forms,  documents  and  other  mate¬ 
rials  as  required  for  the  particular  type 
FmHA  grant  funds  involved  and  as  Indicated 
in  Part  1823  Subpart  O  and  P  or  Part  1822 
Subpart  E  (FmHA  Instructions  442.12.  442  13 
or  444  6)  as  appropriate. 

3  State  Forms  as  appropriate. 

This  Exhibit  Is  prepared  only  as  a  guide 
for  use  by  the  State  Director  In  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  documents  which  will  inform  appli¬ 
cants  and  FmHA  personnel  of  the  items  to  be 
included  in  the  docket.  State  Directors  may 
need  separate  documents  for  each  different 
type  applicant  such  as  municipalities,  dis¬ 
tricts.  and  non-profit  corporations. 

(7  U  S  C  1989  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  7  CFR  2.23;  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Rural  Development,  7  CFR  2.70) 

Note. — The  Farmers  Home  Administration 
ha.s  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107 

Date  November  1,  1977. 

James  E.  Thornton, 
i4ssociafe  Administrator. 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
IFR  Doc .77-32643  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 


[ 8025-01  ] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Pait  120  ] 

BUSINESS  LOAN  POLICY 

Eligibility  for  Financial  Assistance  by  Cable 
TV  and  Radio  and  Television  Broadcasters 

AGENCY;  Small  Busines.s  Adminustra- 
tion. 


ACTION;  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  SBA  is  considering  a 
change  in  the  present  loan  regulations 
which  bars  financial  assistance  to  radio 
and  television  broadcasters,  and  limits 
assistance  to  Cable  TV  operators.  Hie 
proposed  change  would  make  SBA  direct 
or  participation  loans  available  to  fi¬ 
nance  the  acquisition  of  new  or  existing 
broadcasting  stations  or  of  Cable  TV 
operators  licensed  or  regulated  by  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission 
(FCC) .  The  present  limited  eligibility  for 
Cable  TV  would  be  replaced  by  the  new 
acquisition  eligibility.  Except  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  set  forth  in  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion,  the  ineligibility  of  broadcasters  and 
Cable  TV  for  financial  assistance  would 
remain  unchanged. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  12, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should 
be  directed  to  the  Associate  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Finance  and  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  Washintgon, 
DC.  20416. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Howard  S.  Cooper.  Attorney-Adviser, 

Office  of  General  Counsel,  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  1441  L  Street 

NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20416,  202- 

653-6377. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

It  has  been  SBA’s  long  established 
busines  loan  policy,  set  forth  in  13  CFR 
§  120.2(di  (4) ,  that  enterprises  engaged 
in  the  dis.semination  of  ideas  or  values 
are  ineligible  for  SBA's  financial  assist¬ 
ance.  Tihs  policy  avoids  the  appearance 
of  any  Government  infiuence  on  the  free 
expression  of  ideas  or  opinions.  The 
policy  has  precluded  assistance  to  news- 
pajjer,  book  or  magazine  publishers,  film 
or  tape  producers,  radio  or  television 
broadcasters,  and  Cable  TV  operators 
engaged  in  program  origination. 

The  proposal  to  make  an  exception  to 
this  policy  for  the  purchase  or  construc¬ 
tion  of  broadcasting  stations  or  Cable 
TV  systems  is  based  upon  the  existing 
Government  supervision  by  the  FCC.  It 
assumes  that  providing  loans  to  acquire 
such  Federally  licensed  or  regulated  en¬ 
tities  would  not  cause  any  significant  in¬ 
crease  in  Government  interference. 
Tlierefore,  the  exception  w^ould  be 
made  because  broadcasting  and  Cable 
TV  are  Government  regulated  industries. 

The  proposal  is  intended  to  increase 
the  participation  of  small  business  con¬ 
cerns  in  the  broadcasting  industry. 

Accordingly,  SBA  assistance  must  as¬ 
sure  operation  of  the  broadcasting  facili¬ 
ty,  and  will  not  be  provided  where  no 
such  assurance  exists.  Such  assurance 
would  include,  but  would  not  be  limited 
to,  issuance  of  the  necessary  license  or 
certificate  by  the  FCC. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  this 
proposed  rule,  a  small  business  size 
standard  for  radio  and  television  broad¬ 
casters  will  be  published  in  Part  121  of 
this  chapter 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  section 
5  of  the  Small  Busines  Act,  as  amended. 
15  U.S.C.  634,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Part  120  of  Title  13,  CFR,  in  the  manner 
set  forth  below: 

1.  Section  120.2(d)(4)  would  be  re¬ 
vised  as  follows; 

§  120.2  Busineiis  loan^  and  guarantees. 

*  »  •  •  * 

(d)  Financial  assistance  will  not  be 
granted  by  SBA: 

«  *  *  *  ,  * 

(4)  If  the  applicant  is  engaged  in  the 
creation,  origination,  expression,  dis¬ 
semination,  propagation,  or  distribution 
of  ideas,  values,  thoughts,  opinions  or 
similar  intellectual  property,  regardless 
of  medium,  form,  or  content.  Financial 
assistance  to  such  applicants  is  barred 
in  order  to  avoid  Government  interfer¬ 
ence.  or  the  appearance  thereof,  with  the 
constitutionally  protected  freedoms  of 
speech  and  press:  Provided,  however. 
That  nothing  herein  shall  preclude  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  to  any  otherwise  eli¬ 
gible  applicant  engaged  in  one  or  more 
of  the  following  activities :  *  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (d)(4)(v)  of  §120.2 
would  be  replaced  by  a  new  paragraph 
(d)  (4)  (V),  as  folows: 

§  120.2  Business  loans  and  guarantees. 

***** 

(d)  •  •  • 

(4)  *  •  •  (v)  Broadcasting:  The  ac¬ 
quisition  of  a  radio,  television,  or  Cable 
TV  facility  licensed  or  approved  by  the 
Federal  Communication  Commission; 
Provided,  however.  That  with  SBA’s 
assistance  such  facility  must  be  a  fully 
operational  commercial  facility.” 

*  *  •  •  * 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  No.  59.012.) 

Dated:  November  3,  1977. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator . 
JPR  Doc.77-32518  Filed  11-0-77:8:45  am| 


[4910-13] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  39] 

{Docket  No.  77-WE-37-AD1 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

AiResearch  Model  TPE  331-1,  -2,  -3,  -5, 
and  -6  Series  Engines 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  ThLs  notice  proposes  to 
adopt  an  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
w'hich  will  require  the  replacement  of 
the  propeller  pitch  control  sleeve  assem¬ 
bly  on  certain  AiResearch  engines  to 
prevent  an  unanticipated  asymmetric 
thrust  during  landing  operation  of  twin 
engine  aircraft. 
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DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  19, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Regional 
Counsel,  Airworthiness  Rule  Docket,  P.O. 
Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90009. 

AiResearch  Service  Bulletin  TPE331- 
72-0115,  Revision  1,  dated  September  26, 
1977,  and  AiResearch  Operating  Infor¬ 
mation  Letter  No.  01331-9,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1977,  may  be  obtained  from: 
AiResearch  Manufacturing  Company  of 
Arizona,  P.O.  Box  5217,  Phoenix,  Ariz., 
85010,  Telephone:  602-267-3011. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Jerry  J.  Presba,  Executive  Secretary 
Airworthiness  Directives  Review  Board, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  P.O,  Box  92007, 
Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90009.  213-536-6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed  rule 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Com¬ 
munications  should  identify  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  address  specified  above.  All  commu¬ 
nications  received  on  or  before  the  date 
specified  above  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  summarizing 
each  FAA-public  contact,  concerned  with 
the  substance  of  the  proposed  AD,  will 
be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

The  FAA  has  been  made  aware  of  at 
least  three  occurrences  of  a  propeller 
pitch  control  sleeve  assembly  cam  fol¬ 
lower  pin  failure  on  the  TPE331  series 
engine  which  resulted  in  the  pilot  being 
unable  to  maintain  directional  control 
of  the  aircraft  during  landing.  During 
normal  takeoff  and  flight  the  propeller 
governor  senses  engine  RPM  and  selects 
the  propeller  blade  angle  pitch  needed 
to  keep  the  engine  at  a  constant  speed. 
As  the  cockpit  power  lever  is  moved  rear¬ 
ward  from  flight  idle  toward  reverse  the 
authority  of  the  propeller  pitch  is  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  propeller  governor  to  the 
propeller  pitch  control.  This  is  referred 
to  as  transferring  into  “beta  mode”  of 
operation.  In  “beta  mode"  the  cam  fol¬ 
lower  pin  on  the  propeller  pitch  control 
sleeve  assembly  is  located  by  a  linkage 
to  the  cockpit  power  lever.  As  the  power 
lever  is  moved  toward  reverse,  the  pitch 
control  came  moves  the  follower  sleeve 
allowing  high  pressure  engine  oil  to 
drive  the  propeller  to  the  reverse  blade 
angle  pitch.  Failure  of  the  cam  follower 
pin  results  in  the  propeller  blade  re¬ 
maining  at  a  forward  thrust  blade  angle 
when  the  power  lever  is  moved  below 
the  flight  idle  position.  This  can  result 


in  an  imsafe  asymmetric  thrust  condi¬ 
tion  during  landing  or  an  aborted  take¬ 
off  when  reverse  thrust  is  selected  on 
both  engines. 

AiResearch  has  developed  a  strength¬ 
ened  propeller  pitch  control  cam  fol¬ 
lower  pin  design  which  is  introduced  by 
Service  Bulletin  TPE331-72-0115,  dated 
April  12,  1977.  The  new  propeller  pitch 
control  sleeve  assembly  can  be  replaced 
without  the  necessity  of  engine  or  main 
gear  box  disassembly.  The  Manufacturer 
has  demonstrated  that  this  strength¬ 
ened  pin  design  will  reduce  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  propeller  pitch  control  mal¬ 
function.  Due  to  the  probability  that  the 
aircraft  will  experience  asymmetric 
thrust  sufficient  that  the  pilot  will  be 
unable  to  maintain  directional  control 
of  the  aircraft  during  landing  if  the 
propeller  pitch  control  cam  follower  pin 
fails  during  a  flight,  it  is  considered  rea¬ 
sonable  to  require  the  replacement  of 
the  sleeve  assembly.  A  further  require¬ 
ment  is  to  assure  that  all  affected  en¬ 
gines  are  eventually  modified  to  ac¬ 
complish  Service  Bulletin  TPE  331-72- 
0015,  Revision  1,  no  later  than  next 
engine  overhaul,  within  500  hours  time 
in  operation,  or  prior  to  April  1,  1979, 
whichever  comes  first, 

AiResearch  has  also  made  available 
Operating  Information  Letter  No.  OI 
331-9,  dated  August  30,  1977,  in  which 
they  both  describe  indications  by  which 
the  pilot  might  recognize  an  engine  with 
a  failed  propeller  pitch  control  cam  fol¬ 
lower  pin  and  recommend  appropriate 
procedures  which  the  pilot  may  take  to 
reduce  the  magnitude  of  the  asymmetric 
thrust  condition.  It  is  recommended  that 
owners  and  operators  should  obtain  and 
familiarize  themselves  with  these  in¬ 
structions. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  C.  Moring,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  and  Richard  G. 
Wittry,  OflBce  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  §  39.13 
of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 
AiResearch  Manufacturing  Company  of 
Arizona:  Applies  to  AiResearch  Model 
TPE331-1,  -2,  -3,  -5,  and  -6  series 
engines. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  propeller  pitch 
control  cam  follower  pin  accomplish  the 
following: 

(1)  Within  the  next  500  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  air¬ 
worthiness  directive,  or  prior  to  April  1,  1979, 
or  at  next  engine  overhaul,  whichever  comes 
first,  unless  already  accomplished,  remove 
propeller  pitch  control  sleeve  assembly  Part 
Number  869647-1,  -2,  or  -3  from  the  engine 
and  replace  it  with  a  serviceable  propeller 
pitch  control  sleeve  assembly  part  number 
869647-4  or  Other  later  FAA  approved  sleeve 
assembly  in  accordance  with  AiResearch 
Service  Bulletin  TPE331-72-0115,  Revision  1, 
dated  September  26,  1977,  or  later  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  revision. 


(2)  Equivalent  procedures  and/or  limits 
may  be  used  when  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western 
Region. 

(3)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  Issued 
per  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to  authorize  oper¬ 
ation  of  aircraft  to  a  base  where  this  modifi¬ 
cation  required  by  this  AD  may  be  performed. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1423):  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S..C  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.85.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107, 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  on  No¬ 
vember  2,  1977. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-32532  Filed  ll>-9-77:8:45  am) 


[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Docket  No.  77-SO-511 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS, 
AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition  Area, 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  A  public  use  Standard  In¬ 
strument  Approach  Procedure,  RNAV 
Runway  27,  is  being  developed  for  the 
McCollum  Airport,  Marietta,  Georgia, 
and  additional  controlled  airspace  is  re¬ 
quired  for  containment  of  ITO  opera¬ 
tions.  This  proposed  rule  will  alter  the 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  transition  area  by  low¬ 
ering  the  base  of  controlled  airspace  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  McCollum  Airport 
from  1,200  to  700  feet. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  16,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  to:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  (X)N- 
TACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320.  Telephone  404-763-7946. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Federal  .Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  Attention:  Chief, 
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Air  TraflQc  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga.  30320.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  December  16,  1977, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  The  propo¬ 
sal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each  pub¬ 
lic  contact  with  PAA  personnel  con¬ 
cerned  with  this  rulemaking  will  be  filed 
in  the  public,  regulatory  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20591,  or 
by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  notice  number  of 
this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  PAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  to  alter  the  Atlanta,  Georgia,  transi¬ 
tion  area.  This  action  will  provide  addi¬ 
tional  controlled  airspace  to  accommo¬ 
date  aircraft  performing  IFR  operations 
at  McCollum  Airport. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and 
Ronald  R.  Hagadone,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  §  71.181 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  71)  by  adding  the 
following: 

Atlanta,  Ga. 

Within  a  10  5-mile  radius  of  McCollum  Air¬ 
port.  Marietta.  Georgia  (Lat.  34''00’47"N. 
Long.  84'’35'55"W)  excluding  that  portion 
within  the  Cartersvllle,  Georgia,  transition 
area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665(c)  ). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point.  Ga.,  on  October 
28.  1977. 

•  George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-32404  Filed  ll-9-77;8;45  am) 


[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-601 
CORPUS  CHRISTt  NAS.  TEX.- 
Proposed  Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
alter  the  Corpus  Christ!  NAS,  Tex.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
for  revised  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures  necessitated  by  the  recent  reloca¬ 
tion  of  the  Navy  Corpus  Christ!  VOR. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  12, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  I^vision, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  P.O.  Box  1689,  Port  Worth, 
Tex.  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Port  Worth,  Tex. 
76106. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  Gonzalez.  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch  (ASW-536),  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth.  Tex.  76101. 
Telephone  817  624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  Subpart  P  71.171  (42  FR  355)  of  FAR 
Part  71,  the  description  of  the  Corpus 
Christi  NAS.  Tex.,  control  zone  reflects 
the  controlled  airspace  provided  for  the 
present  instrument  approach  procedures 
to  the  NAS  Corpus  Christi  Airport.  The 
new  instrument  approach  procedures 
will  require  alteration  of  the  control 
zone  to  provide  the  necessary  controlled 
airspace. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Port  Worth,  Tex.  76101.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  December  12. 
1977.  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch.  Any  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 
guments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 


ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  con¬ 
sideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Port  Worth.  Tex.  76101,  or  by  call¬ 
ing  817-624-4911,  extension  302.  Com¬ 
munications  must  identify  the  notice 
number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  inter¬ 
ested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing  list 
for  future  NPRMs  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  PAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  P  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  to  alter  the  Corpus  Christi  NAS, 
Tex.,  control  zone.  The  FAA  believes  this 
action  will  enhance  IFR  operations  at 
the  NAS  Corpus  Christi  Airport  by  pro¬ 
viding  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  instrument  approach 
procedures  established  for  the  airport. 
Subpart  P  of  Part  71  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  3,  1977 
(42  PR  355). 

Drafting  Information 

Jhe  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me.  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
as  republished  (42  FR  355)  by  altering 
the  Corpus  Christi  NAS,  Tex.,  control 
zone  as  follows : 

That  airspace  within  a  5-mUe  radius  of 
NAS  Corpus  Christi  (latitude  27'41'30”  N.. 
longitude  97»17'15"  W.)  Including  the  fol¬ 
lowing  extensions  based  on  the  Navy  Corpus 
VORTAC  (latitude  27<>4r09"  N.,  longitude 
67<>17'40"  W  );  3  miles  each  side  of  the  331 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone 
to  7  miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC;  1.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  016  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  5.5  miles 
north  of  the  VORTAC;  3  miles  each  side  of  ’ 
the  118  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  7  miles  southeast  of  the 
VORTAC;  and  1.5  miles  each  side  of  the  160 
radial,  “extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  6.5  miles  south  of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im- 
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pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  27.  1977. 

Paul  J.  Baker, 

Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 
[PR  Doc.77-32402  Piled  11-9-77;  8:45  am] 

[4910-13] 

[  14CFRPart71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-57] 

VERNON,  TEX. 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to 
alter  the  Vernon,  Tex.,  transition  area  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  proposed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  proc^ure  to  the  Wilbarger 
Coimty  Airport,  using  the  newly  estab¬ 
lished  NDB  located  on  the  airport.  Coin¬ 
cident  with  this  action,  the  airport  will 
be  changed  from  VFR  to  IFR  for  public 
use. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  12, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76106. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Eiivision. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-536) ,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76101.  Tele¬ 
phone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  Subpart  G  71.181  (42  FR  440)  of  PAR 
Part  71,  the  description  of  the  Vernon, 
Tex.,  transition  area  reflects  the  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  provided  for  the  present 
special  instrument  approach  procedure 
to  the  Wilbarger  Coimty  Airport.  The 
new  NDB  instrument  approach  procedure 
will  require  alteration  of  the  transition 
area  to  provide  the  necessary  controlled 
airspace  for  this  procedure. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  Cfiiief,  Airspace 


and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76101.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  December  12.  1977, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  op  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76101,  or  by  call¬ 
ing  817-624-4911,  extension  302.  Com¬ 
munications  must  identify  the  notice 
number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  inter¬ 
ested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing  list 
for  future  NPRMS  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  alter  the  Vernon,  Tex.,  transition  area. 
The  FAA  believes  this  action  will  en¬ 
hance  IFR  operations  at  the  Wilbarger 
County  Airport  by  providing  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  the  new 
NDB  instrument  approach  procedure  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  airport.  Subpart  G  of 
Part  71  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  3,  1977  (42  FR 
440). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  David  Gonzalez,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nelson, 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
as  republished  (42  PR  440)  by  altering 
the  Vernon,  Tex.,  transition  area  as 
follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  Wilbarger  County  Airport  (latitude  34°  14' 
00"  N.,  longitude  99°17'30"  W.)  within  2 
mUes  west  of  the  AltusYOR  182°  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  6-mile  radius  to  7  miles 
north  of  the  airport;  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  016°  bearing  from  the  Vernon 
NDB  extending  from  the  6-mile  radius  area 
to  11.5  miles  north  of  the  NDB,  excluding 
the  portion  within  the  Hobart,  Okla.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c).  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c))).) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
-as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  26. 1977. 

Paul  J.  Baker, 

Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 
[FR  Doc.77-32403  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 

[4910-13] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-WE-19) 

PROPOSED  ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION 
AREA.  FORT  HUACHUCA.  ARIZ. 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  concerning  the  al¬ 
teration  of  the  Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz.  700 
foot  transition  area  is  withdrawn  to  per¬ 
mit  further  study  and  consolidation  in 
a  subsequent  airspace  docket. 

DATES:  Effective  November  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Calif. 
90261,  Telephone  213-536-6182. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  August  8,  1977,  (42  FR  39994)  the 
FAA  published  for  comment  a  proposal 
to  alter  the  Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz.  700 
foot  transition  area.  Subsequent  to  the 
publication  of  the  NPRM,  additional 
changes  were  proposed  that  affect  the 
change  in  this  docket.  For  this  reason,  it 
is  advisable  to  consolidate  the  proposed 
changes  in  a  single  docket  and  to  with¬ 
draw  Airspace  Docket  No,  77-WE-19. 
Drafting  Information 
The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Thomas  W.  Binczak.  Air  Traffic 
Division  and  DeWitte  T.  Lawson,  Jr.,  Es¬ 
quire,  Regional  Counsel,  Western  Region. 

Withdrawal  of  the  Proposal 
§  71.181  [Amended] 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Airspace  D(x;ket  No.  77-WE-19,  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (42  FR  39994, 
August  3,  1977),  is  hereby  withdrawn. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958.  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) .) 
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Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1977. 

M.  C.  Beard, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-32533  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[6351-01 ] 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Parts  1  and  166  ] 

PROTECTION  OF  COMMODITY 
CUSTOMERS 

Standards  of  Conduct  for  Commodity 
Trading  Professionals;  Public  Hearings 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION :  Public  hearings. 

SUMMARY:  Hie  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission  will  hold  public 
hearings  on  Wednesday,  November  30 
and  Wednesday,  December  7  to  receive 
oral  comments  on  its  Customer  Protec¬ 
tion  Rules. 

DATES:  Hearings  on: 

November  30,  1977,  10:00  A.M.,  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga. 

December  7,  1977,  10:00  A.M.,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Building,  Room 
556,  275  Peachtree  Street,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Los  Angeles  Hilton  Hotel.  Garden 
Room  West,  930  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Jane  Stuckey,  Office  of  the  Secretariat, 
2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20531,  202-254-6314. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission’s  proposed  Customer 
Protection  Rules  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  6,  1977 
(42  FR  44742).  Persons  wishing  to  ap¬ 
pear  at  one  of  these  hearings  should 
notify  Ms.  Stuckey  at  least  five  days  in 
advance  of  the  hearing  date  and  forward 
an  outline  or  proposed  statement  to  the 
Secretariat  to  be  received  five  days  be¬ 
fore  the  hearing.  It  is  requested  that  if 
possible  each  participant  bring  at  least 
30  copies  of  his  outline  or  proposed  testi¬ 
mony  to  the  hearing.  Oral  presentations 
will  be  limited  to  15  minutes.  During  and 
subsequent  to  any  person’s  oral  presen¬ 
tation.  questions  may  be  asked  either  by 
members  of  the  Commission  or  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  staff. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1977,  by  the  Ccwnmission. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 
(FR  DOC77-32616  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 
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[4910-22 ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
[  23  CFR  Part  628  ] 

|FHWA  Docket  No.  77-16] 

SKID  ACCIDENT  REDUCTION  PROGRAM 
Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Advance  Notice  of  proposed 
rulemakmg. 

SUMMARY:  ’The  Federal  Highw’ay  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FHWA)  is  issuing  this  ad¬ 
vance  notice  to  solicit  comments  on  the 
effectiveness  of  the  current  policy  on  skid 
accident  reduction  as  outlined  in  Volume 
6.  Chapter  2,  Section  4.  Subsection  3  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Program  Man¬ 
ual  (IM  21-2-73  dated  July  19.  1973). 

DA'TES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  February  8, 1977% 

ADDRESS:  FHWA  Docket  No.  77-16, 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  Room 
4230.  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  All  comments  and  sug¬ 
gestions  received  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  at  the  above  address  between 
7:45  a.m.  and  4:15  p.m.  ET,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FUR'THER  INFORMA’HON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Carlton  Hayden.  202-426-2131, 
Office  of  Highway  Safety;  or  Mrs. 
Kathleen  S.  Markman,  202-426-0790, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
Office  hours  are  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m.  ET. 

SUPPI^MENTARY  INFORMATION: 
F*ublic  comments  are  requested  to  assist 
in  the  evaluation  and  possible  revision 
of  the  current  skid  accident  reduction 
program.  Comments  are  specifically  re¬ 
quested,  but  not  limited,  to  the  following: 

1.  Skid  inventory  requirements. 

2.  Methods  of  skid  measurements. 

3.  Need  for  skid  test  calibration  cen¬ 
ters. 

4.  Skid  resistance  criteria  for  the  de¬ 
sign  of  pavement  surfaces. 

5.  Programs  to  reduce  skidding  acci¬ 
dents  on  existing  highways. 

6.  Relationship  of  pavement  charac¬ 
teristics  to  skid  resistance. 

The  FHWA  intends  to  update  its  present 
skid  accident  reduction  policy  on  the 
basis  of  current  operational  experience, 
new  research  findings,  and  user  com¬ 
ments.  Copies  of  Volume  6,  Chapter  2, 
Section  4,  Subsection  3  of  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Program  Manual,  and 
Highway  Safety  Program  Standard  12 
entitled  Highway  Design  Construction 
and  Maintenance  (23  CFR  1204  4)  are 
available  from  the  Office  of  Highway 
Safety,  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
Washington,  D  C.  20590,  telephone  202- 
426-2171. 


Note. — ^The  1  7A  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Orders 
11821  and  11949  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  is  issued  under  the  authority  of 
23  U.S.C.  §§  401,  402,  315  and  49  CFR 
1.48(b). 

Issued  on:  November  3,  1977. 

Karl  S.  Bowers, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

JFR  Doc.77-32614  Filed  ll-fl-77;8:46  am] 

[ 6560-01 ] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
.  AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Parts  51  and  52  ] 

IFRL  815-6] 

PREVENTION  OF  SIGNIFICANT  AIR 
QUALITY  DETERIORATION 

Conference  on  Air  Quality  Modeling 
AGENCY :  Environmental  Protection 
Agency, 

ACTION:  Notice  of  conference. 

SUMMARY :  EPA  is  announcing  a  public 
conference  on  air  quality  modeling,  as 
required  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1977.  “Air  quality  modeling’’  is 
a  mathematical  technique  for  estimating 
the  effect  a  particular  air  pollution 
source  (or  groups  of  sources)  has  or  will 
have  on  air  quality  at  various  locations 
in  an  area.  Air  quality  modeling  may 
provide  the  basis  for  approving  or  deny¬ 
ing  a  proposed  new  pollution  source’s 
application  to  construct,  and  may  also 
provide  the  basis  for  determining  the 
control  level  required  for  existing  pollu¬ 
tion  sources.  Many  of  the  issues  to  be 
discussed  at  the  conference  have  been 
raised  in  proposals  relating  to  preven¬ 
tion  of  significant  air  quality  deteriora¬ 
tion  which  appeared  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  November  3,  1977.  Persons  in¬ 
terested  in  the  November  3  proposals  may 
therefore  wish  to  attend  the  conference 
and/or  make  presentations. 

DATES:  ’The  conference  will  be  held  on 
December  14  and  15,  1977  (Wednesday 
and  Thursday),  from  9:30  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.  each  day.  Additional  written  state¬ 
ments  will  be  accepted  until  Januai-y  3, 
1978. 

ADDRESSES:  The  conference  will  be 
held  at  the  Thomas  Jefferson  Audi¬ 
torium,  South  Agriculture  Building,  14th 
Street  and  Independence  Ave.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  ^ 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Joseph  A.  Tikvart,  Chief,  Source 
Receptor  Analysis  Branch  (MD-14), 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Research  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711, 
phone  919-541-5262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATTON: 
On  November  3,  1977,  EPA  proposed  at 
42  FR  57471  and  57479  substantial  new 
requirements  for  the  prevention  of  signif- 
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leant  air  quality  deterioration  (PSD) 
program  under  the  Clean  Air  Act.  The 
PSD  program  is  a  scheme  for  protecting 
areas  with  air  quality  cleaner  than 
minimum  national  standards. 

Air  quality  modeling  issues  were  dis¬ 
cussed  in  these  proposals,  under  the 
subject  headings  “Source  Impact  Assess¬ 
ments”  and  “Screening  Techniques  for 
Minimizing  Air  Quality  Modeling”  at  42 
FR  57472-57473.  Written  public  com¬ 
ments  on  EPA’s  proposals  are  being 
accepted  until  January  3,  1978.  Informal 
public  hearings  will  be  held  on  these  pro- 
I>osals  in  mid-January,  1978. 

New  Section  320  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
requires  EPA  to  conduct  an  air  quality 
modeling  conference.  Because  Section 
320(a)  requires  EPA  to  giye  “special  at¬ 
tention”  at  the  conference  to  modeling 
techniques  relating  to  PSD,  persons  in¬ 
terested  in  the  modeling  issues  raised  in 
EPA’s  November  3  PSD  proposals  may 
want  to  attend  the  conference  and/or 
make  presentations. 

It  will  not  be  necessary,  however,  for 
interested  persons  to  file  duplicative 
comments  or  statements.  That  is,  any 
comments  or  statements  relating  to  air 
quality  modeling  which  are  entered  into 
the  rulemaking  record  for  the  November 
3  PSD  proposals  will  automatically  be 
considered  part  of  the  record  for  the 
modeling  conference.  Similarly,  any 
comments  or  statements  relating  to  PSD 
which  are  entered  into  the  modeling  con¬ 
ference  record  will  automatically  be  con¬ 
sidered  part  of  the  record  for  the  Novem¬ 
ber  3  PSD  proposals. 

At  the  conference,  EPA  intends  to 
focus  on  the  Guideline  on  Air  Quality 
Models  (October,  1977),  which  is  ref¬ 
erenced  at  42  FR  57472.  This  document, 
which  EPA  considers  to  be  in  interim 
status,  already  reflects  input  from  five 
public  meetings  held  earlier  this  year. 

EPA  officials  will  briefly  discuss  the 
Guideline  development  process  and  the 
document’s  contents.  The  conference  will 
then  be  open  for  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences,  representatives  of  State  and 
local  air  pollution  control  agencies,  and 
several  Federal  agencies  including  the 
National  Science  Foundation,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin¬ 
istration,  and  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  General  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  will  then  be  accepted  from  other 
parties  at  the  direction  of  the  chairman, 
who  will  set  time  limits  on  each  oral 
presentation. 

In  order  to  assist  EPA  in  planning  for 
the  conference,  persons  desiring  to  at¬ 
tend  are  asked  to  notify  Joseph  A.  Tik- 
vart  by  mail  (at  the  address  given  in  the 
“Further  Information”  section  above) 
no  later  than  December  5,  1977.  In  their 
notification,  persons  desiring  to  speak 
should  identify  the  organization  or  cor¬ 
poration  (if  any)  on  whose  behalf  they 
are  entering  a  statement.  Copies  of  the 
Guideline  will  be  sent  to  persons  noti¬ 
fying  EPA  of  their  intention  to  attend 
and  copies  will  be  available  to  all  regis¬ 
trants  at  the  Conference. 


A  verbatim  transcript  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  proceedings  will  be  maintained. 
Speakers  are  encouraged  to  bring  extra 
copies  of  their  presentations  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  reporter,  chairman  and 
other  participants.  Interested  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  enter  into  the  record 
any  written  comments  they  do  not 
present  orally. 

Dated:  November  7,  1977. 

David  G.  Hawkins, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.77-32672  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Withdrawal  Notice 

AGENCY :  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION :  Withdrawal  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  On  September  29.  1977,  a 
notice  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
(42  FR  51620)  proposing  that  certain  gas 
turbine  installations  be  added  to  the  list 
of  source  categories  requiring  precon¬ 
struction  review  under  EPA’s  prevention 
of  significant  deteriwation  regulations. 
That  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  through  an  administrative  er¬ 
ror  and,  therefore.  EPA  through  this  no¬ 
tice  withdraws  the  proposal. 

DA'TES :  This  action  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  G.  Rhoads,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Control  Programs 
Development  Division  (MD  15),  Re¬ 
search  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711,  or 
at  919-541-5251. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  Amendments  of  1977,  91  Stat.  685 
(August  7,  1977),  EPA  had  considered 
the  addition  of  gas  turbine  installations 
to  the  list  of  source  categories  requiring 
PSD  review,  and  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  drafted  accordingly. 
Subsequent  to  the  drafting  of  the  notice, 
but  before  it  was  signed,  the  1977 
Amendments  were  enacted.  In  light  of 
the  Amendments,  it  was  determined  that 
gas  turbines  should  not  be  added  to  the 
PSD  list.  Through  an  administrative 
error,  however,,  the  proposal  was  signed 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
EPA  hereby  withdraws  the  proposal. 

This  notice  in  no  way  affects  EPA’s 
October  3,  1977,  (42  FR  53782)  proposal 
that  pursuant  to  §  111  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  new  source  performance  standards 
be  made  applicable  to  new,  modified, 
and  reconstructed  gas  turbines. 

Dated:  November  3, 1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.77-32674  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[ 6560-01 ] 

[  40  CFR  Part  61  ] 

[FRL  788-2] 

NATIONAL  EMISSION  STANDARDS  FOR 
HAZARDOUS  AIR  POLLUTANTS 

Development  of  Asbestos  Standard  for  the 
Production  and  Use  of  Crushed  Stone 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

SUMARY:  The  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA)  is  undertaking  a 
study  of  the  crushed  stone  industry  to 
determine  the  extent  to  which  quarrying 
operations  are  being  conducted  in  areas 
containing  serpentinite  rock  deposits,  to 
determine  the  asbestos  content  of  the 
rock  being  mined,  and  to  determine 
whether  the  public  is  being  exposed  to 
asbestos  from  various  uses  of  the  rock. 
Serpentinite  rock  from  a  quarry  location 
in  Rockville,  Maryland,  has  been  found 
to  contain  significant  quantities  of 
asbestos,  and  the  use  of  unbound  (with¬ 
out  a  coating  or  binding  agent)  crushed 
stone  produced  from  this  rock  on  crushed 
stone  roads  has  been  shown  to  result  in 
high  concentrations  of  asbestos  in  the 
air  near  these  roads.  If  EPA  determines 
that  the  production  and  use  of  asbestos- 
containing  serpentinite  rock  is  causing 
asbestos  emissions  proximate  to  the 
public  in  a  number  of  locations,  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  proposed  in  the  Federal 
Register  under  Section  12  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act. 

DATE :  The  information  requested  in  this 
notice  must  be  submitted  on  or  before 
January  10,  1977. 

ADDRESSEE:  Information  in  response 
to  this  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  should  be  submitted  to  the  Emis¬ 
sion  Standards  and  Engineering  Division 
(MD-13),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Research  Triangle  Park,  N.C. 
27711,  Attention:  Mr.  Ron  R.  Goodwin. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Don  R.  Goodwin,  Director,  Emission 
Standards  and  Engineering  Division  (MD- 
13),  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
search  Triangle  Park,  N.C.  27711,  919-541- 
6271. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  It 
is  well  documented  that  airborne  asbes¬ 
tos  fibers  are  related  to  human  disease, 
specifically  pulmonary  fibrosis,  carcino¬ 
ma,  and  pleural  mesothelioma.  'The 
quantification  of  the  health  risk  asso¬ 
ciated  with  specific  airborne  concentra¬ 
tions,  fiber  dimensions,  and  chemical 
composition  of  the  fibers,  however,  is  in¬ 
exact.  The  problem  of  estimating  the 
magnitude  of  this  risk  to  human  health 
is  further  complicated  by  the  20-  to  40- 
year  latency  period  between  the  onset  of 
exposure  and  the  appearance  of  disease. 
In  addition,  cancer-causing  agents  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  “non-threshold”  pollutants 
so  that  no  level  can  be  set  which  is  en¬ 
tirely  safe  from  cancer  risk.  Consequent - 
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ly.  EPA  believes  that  exposure  to  air¬ 
borne  asbestos  should  be  reduced  to  the 
greatest  extent  feasible.  A  hazardous 
emission  standard  currently  exists  for 
several  sources  of  asbestos.  See  40  CFR, 
Part  61,  Subpart  B. 

In  early  1977,  EPA  tests  indicated  that 
dust  from  the  crushed  stone  produced 
by  a  Rockville,  Maryland,  rock  quarry 
contained  from  0.25  to  0.70  weight  per¬ 
cent  chrj’sotile  asbestos.  Analyses  of  air 
samples  taken  by  EPA  and  Mt.  Sinai 
School  of  Medicine  near  several  sites  in 
Montgomery  County,  Maryland,  where 
unbound  crushed  stone  from  this  quarr>’ 
was  in  use.  revealed  ambient  air  concen¬ 
trations  of  chrysotile  asbestos  as  high  as 
17  niillion  fibers  per  cubic  meter  and  as 
high  os  6400  nanograms  per  cubic  meter, 
depending  on  distance  from  the  road  and 
prevailing  traffic  conditions.  These  con¬ 
centrations  are  as  much  as  1000  times 
higher  than  those  usually  found  in  ur¬ 
ban  and  metropolitan  areas. 

It  is  clear  from  the  air  monitoring 
data  that  several  uses  of  unbound 
cruched  stone  from  the  Rockville,  Mary¬ 
land,  quarry  can  cause  elevated  concen¬ 
trations  of  asbestos  in  the  air.  Tire  Mary¬ 
land  State  Bureau  of  Air  Quality  and 
Noise  Control,  the  Montgomery  County 
Eiepartment  of  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion.  and  the  Montgomery  County  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  are  taking 
measures  to  control  asbestos  emissions 
from  roads  and  other  public  areas  which 
were  surfaced  with  crushed  stone  from 
the  Rockville  quarry.  Warning  signs 
have  been  posted  in  parks  and  school- 
yards  where  asbestos-containing  crushed 
stonp  is  in  u.se  and  in  many  cases  the 
rock  has  been  removed.  Dust  suppres¬ 
sants  and  liquid  asphalt  has  been  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  roads  where  the  most  severe 
dust  problems  existed.  The  Montgomery 
County  Department  of  Transportation 
has  issued  a  moratorium  on  the  use  of 
crushed  stone  from  the  Rockville  quarry 
and  has  notified  all  public  users  of  the 
rock  and  the  largest  private  users  that 
the  crushed  stone  they  have  used  is  from 
the  Rockville  quarry  and  may  contain 
asbestos.  Maryland  has  also  found  that 
the  rock  in  several  other  quarries  in  the 
State  contains  asbestos  and,  as  a  result, 
is  developing  regulations  to  restrict  the 
future  use  of  crushed  stone  containing 
asbestos  in  certain  applications  and  to 
control  emissions  from  certain  areas 
which  have  been  surfaced  with  asbestos- 
containing  crushed  stone  in  an  imbound 
form. 

An  analysis  of  geological  survey  maps 
prepared  by  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey  indicates  that  the  Rockville, 
Maryland,  rock  quarry  and  a  number  of 
other  rock  quarries  in  the  United  States, 
produce  crushed  stone  from  serpentinite 
rock  deposits.  Geologists  agree  that  most 
serpentinite  rock  deposits  contain  at  least 
a  small  percentage  of  chrysotile  asbestos. 
This  leads  EPA  to  believe  that  a  number 
of  crushed  stone  plants  in  the  United 
States  may  be  producing  asbestos-con¬ 
taining  crushed  stone  similar  to  that  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  Rockville,  Maryland,  rock 
quarry.  Other  types  of  rock  deposits  may 
also  contain  asbestos;  however,  the  cor¬ 


relation  between  other  rock  types  and  the 
presence  of  asbestos  is  not  as  clear. 

EPA  is  therefore  beginning  a  study  to 
determine  the  extent  of  the  problem  of 
asbestos  emissions  that  may  exist  from 
the  use  of  crushed  stone  produced  from 
serpentinite  rock.  This  study  is  being 
conducted  in  response  to  requests  from 
officials  of  Montgomery  County.  Mary¬ 
land;  two  Congressmen  from  the  State  of 
Maryland;  and  the  Environmental  De¬ 
fense  Fund.  The  purpose  of  this  study  is 
to  determine  whether  EPA  should  de¬ 
velop  a  Federal  standard  to  limit  asbestos 
emissions  from  this  source.  In  this  study, 
EPA  will  identify  seri>entinite  rock  quar¬ 
ries  within  the  United  States,  collect  and 
analyze  rock  samples  from  these  quar¬ 
ries,  determine  whether  elevated  levels 
of  asbestos  in  the  air  are  occurring  due 
to  the  use  of  crushed  stone  containing 
various  asbestos  contents,  and  determine 
how  widespread  the  problem  appears  to 
be. 

Currently  both  the  State  and  local 
agencies  have  indicated  their  intention 
to  take  appropriate  measures  to  control 
this  problem  in  Maryland.  If  EPA’s  study 
determines  that  this  problem  does  not 
w'arrant  work  on  proposal  of  a  Federal 
standard,  EPA  assistance  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  local  agencies  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  deal  with  this  problem. 

EPA  is  requesting  that  all  interested 
I>ersons  submit  factual  information  con¬ 
cerning  crushed  stone  produced  from 
.serpentinite  rock,  particularly  informa¬ 
tion  on  its  production,  sale,  and  use  in 
various  applications;  its  asbestos  con¬ 
tent;  and  public  exposure  to  ambient  air 
asbestos  emissions  resulting  from  its  use 
in  various  applications.  It  is  expected 
that  such  information  will  assist  EPA  in 
determining  whether  to  formulate  any 
regulations. 

Dated:  November  3,  1977, 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

I  PR  Doc.77-32666  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am| 

[4110-35] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
[  42  CFR  Part  460  ] 

PROFESSIONAL  STANDARDS  REVIEW 

Professional  Standards  Review  (PSRO) 
Areas 

AGENCY:  Health  Care  Financing  Ad¬ 
ministration  (HCFA),  HEW. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  desig¬ 
nates  the  section  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif, 
included  in  postal  zone  90067  as  part  of 
California  PSRO  Area  XXII.  This  sec¬ 
tion  of  Los  Angeles  was  inadvertently 
omitted  in  the  original  designation  of 
California  PSRO  areas.  The  amendment 
will  place  Century  City  Hospital  under 
the  review  authority  of  the  Area  XXII 
PSRO  and  improve  coordination  with 
other  health  care  activities  within  Area 
XXII. 


DATE:  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
written  comments  or  suggestions  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  December  27,  1977. 

ADDRESS  COMMENTS  TO:  Health 
Standards  and  Quality  Bureau,  Room 
16A-55,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  Md. 
20857.  Please  refer  to  Pile  Code  HSQ- 
22-F.  Comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection,  beginning  approxi¬ 
mately  2  weeks  after  publication  in 
Room  16A-55  of  the  Department’s  of¬ 
fices  at  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md.  20857  on  Monday  through  Friday  of 
each  week  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  (Area 
Code  301-433-3880). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ms.  Joyce  Somsak,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 

Room  13A-19.  Rockville.  Md.  20857, 

Phone  301-443-6477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  March  18, 1974.  the  Department  pub¬ 
lished  final  regulations  designating  28 
PSRO  areas  within  California.  PSRO 
Areas  XVTII  through  XXV,  composed  of 
Los  Angeles.  Calif,  and  the  surrounding 
communities,  w'ere  described  in  terms  of 
cities,  unincorporated  communities,  and 
by  postal  zones.  However,  the  geographic 
area  within  the  boundaries  of  postal 
zone  90067  w’as  inadvertently  omitted 
from  any  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  (PSR-O)  area  in  the  final 
regulations.  Therefore,  the  area  within 
postal  zone  90067  has  never  been  included 
wdthin  a  designated  PSRO  area. 

The  proposed  regulation  will  correct 
the  omission  by  placing  the  area  in¬ 
cluded  in  postal  zone  90067  within  Area 
XXII  and  describe  Area  XXII  by  use  of 
street  names  and  city  and  county  bound¬ 
aries. 

42  CFR  460.7  is  amended  by  revising 
the  Area  XXII  description  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  460.7  California. 

•  «  «  •  4 

Area  XXII 

Beginning  at  .the  Pacific  Ocean  at  the 
Los  Angeles  County /Ventura  County 
border:  then  running  north  and  north¬ 
easterly  along  the  Los  Angeles  County 
side  of  the  Los  Angeles  County/ Ventura 
County  border  to  its  interesection  with 
Little  Sycamore  Canyon  Road;  then  run¬ 
ning  southeasterly  along  the  southern 
side  of  Little  Sycamore  Canyon  Road  to 
its  Intersection  with  Mulholland  High¬ 
way;  then  generally  following  easterly 
along  the  southern  side  of  Mulholland 
Highway  to  its  intersection  with  Mul¬ 
holland  Drive;  then  running  generally 
easterly  along  the  southern  side  of  Mul¬ 
holland  Drive  to  its  intersection  with 
Benedict  Canyon  Road;  then  running 
generally  southeasterly  along  the  west¬ 
ern  side  of  Benedict  Canyon  Road  to  its 
intersection  with  the  City  of  Los  Angeles/ 
City  of  Beverly  Hills  Border;  then  south¬ 
easterly  along  the  City  of  Los  Angeles 
side  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles/City  of 
Beverly  Hills  border  to  its  intersection 
with  Beverwil  Drive;  then  south  along 
the  w'estem  side  of  Beverwil  Drive  to  its 
intersection  with  Cresta  Drive;  then 
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easterly  along  the  southern  side  of  Cresta 
Drive  to  its  intersection  with  Beverly 
Drive;  then  running  south  along  the 
western  side  of  Beverly  Drive  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  Sawyer  Street:  then  east¬ 
erly  along  the  southern  side  of  Sawyer 
Street  to  its  interswtion  with  Fairfax 
Avenue:  then  south  along  the  western 
side  of  Fairfax  Avenue  to  its  intersection 
with  the  Culver  City /City  of  Los  Angeles 
border;  then  following  the  Culver  City 
side  of  the  Culver  City /City  of  Los  Ange¬ 
les  border  to  its  intersection  with  the 
unincorporated  Los  Angeles  County 
border:  then  south  along  the  Culver 
City  side  of  the  Culver  City/unin¬ 
corporated  Los  Angeles  County  border 
to  its  intersection  with  La  Cienega  Boule¬ 
vard:  then  south  along  the  western  side 
of  La  Cienega  Boulevard  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  Centinela  Avenue;  then  west¬ 
erly  along  the  northern  side  of  Centinela 
Avenue  to  its  intersection  with  the  unin¬ 
corporated  Los  Angeles  County  border; 
then  running  westerly  along  the  unin¬ 
corporated  Los  Angeles  County  side  of 
the  unincorporated  Los  Angeles  County/ 
City  of  Los  Angeles  border  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Culver  City  border :  then 
running  northwesterly  along  the  Culver 
City  side  of  the  Culver  City /City  of  Los 
Angeles  border  to  its  intersection  with 
the  unincorporated  Los  Angeles  County 
border:  then  running  westerly  along  the 
unincorporated  Los  Angeles  County  side 
of  the  unincorporated  Los  Angeles 
County/City  of  L^  Angeles  border  to  its 
intersection  with  the  Marina  Del  Rey 
Channel:  then  following  southwesterly 
along  the  northern  side  of  the  Marina 
Del  Rey  Channel  to  its  intersection  with 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  the  point  of  beginning. 
(Sec.  1102  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  1302.) 

Note. — ^The  Health  Care  Financing  Ad¬ 
ministration  has  determined  that  this  docu¬ 
ment  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  re¬ 
quiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  1 1049,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Dated;  September  23, 1977. 

Robert  A.  Derzon, 
Administrator,  Health  Care 
Financing  Administration. 

Approved:  November  3, 1977. 

Joseph  A.  Califano,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-32536  Plied  11-9-77:8:46  am] 


[4910-59] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

(Docket  No.  73-03;  Notice  9] 

FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
STANDARDS 

School  Bus  Passenger  Seating  and  Crash 
Protection 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  DOT. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  an 
amendment  to  Standard  No.  222,  School 
Bus  Passenger  Seating  and  Crash  Pro¬ 
tection,  that  would  increase  the  allow¬ 
able  rearward  defieStion  of  seats  from 
8  to  10  inches.  Additionally,  a  minor 
modification  of  the  standard  is  proposed 
that  would  clarify  the  meaning  of  “ab¬ 
sorbed  energy”  consistent  with  an  inter¬ 
pretation  by  the  agency  of  that  term. 

COMMENT  CLOSING  PERIOD:  De¬ 
cember  12,  1977. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  April  1,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Room  5108 — Nassif  Building,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Timothy  Hoyt,  Office  of  Crash- 

worthiness,  National  Highway  Traffic 

Safety  Administration,  400  7th  Street, 

SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426- 

2264. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Standard  No.  222  (49  CFR  571.222)  as 
published  January  28, 1976  (41  FR  4016) , 
established  requirements  for  school  bus 
passenger  seats  as  directed  by  the  Motor 
Vehicle  and  School  Bus  Safety  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974  (the  Amendments)  (Pub. 
L.  93-492) .  Congress  subsequently  modi¬ 
fied  the  Amendments  by  Pub.  L.  95-346 
(July  8,  1976)  by  extending  the  effective 
date  for  the  implementation  of  the  school 
bus  regulations  to  April  1,  1977. 

Although  most  of  the  requirements  of 
Standard  222  went  into  effect  on  April 
1,  1977,  the  NHTSA,  in  response  to  peti¬ 
tions  from  school  bus  manufacturers,  de¬ 
layed  until  April  1,  1978,  the  effective 
date  for  the  standard’s  allowable  rear¬ 
ward  seat  deflection  requirement  (41  FR 
34945;  December  16,  1976).  That  re¬ 
quirement  states  that  when  tested  for 
rearward  performance  the  “isleat  back 
deflection  shall  not  exceed  8  inches.” 

'The  delay  of  the  effective  date  of  the 
requirement  was  granted  in  order  to  per¬ 
mit  adequate  time  for  a  thorough  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  rearward  deflection  require¬ 
ment  as  suggested  by  Thomas  Built 
Buses,  Blue  Bird  Body  Co.,  Carpenter 
Body  Works,  Wayne  Corp.,  and  Ward 
School  Bus  Manufacturing  in  their  pe¬ 
titions.  Having  conducted  that  analysis, 
the  NHTSA  has  tentatively  determined 
that  the  rearward  deflection  requirement 
should  be  revised  to  allow  deflection  of 
10  inches  rather  than  8  inches. 

Discussion  of  Petitions 

The  petitions,  received  from  several 
manufacturers,  indicated  that  their  seats 
were  marginally  in  violation  of  the 
standard’s  rearward  deflection  require¬ 
ment.  The  source  of  the  manufacturers’ 
problem  was  their  initial  misunderstand¬ 
ing  of  the  NHTSA  requirement  that  the 
seats  absorb  2800W  inch-poimds  of  en¬ 
ergy  while  deflecting  only  8  inches  when 
tested  for  rearward  performance.  The 


NHTSA,  in  an  interpretation  to  Thomas 
Built  Buses  (July  30,  1976),  defined  “ab¬ 
sorbed”  to  mean  “receive  without  recoil." 
This  interpretation  requires  that  re¬ 
turned  energy  be  subtracted  from  total 
energy  applied  to  the  seat  back  to  calcu¬ 
late  energy  absorbed  by  the  seat  back. 
Manufacturers  initially  thought  that  ab¬ 
sorbed  energy  was  measured  only  by  the 
energy  application  phase  without  sub¬ 
tracting  energy  lost  through  recoil.  Ow¬ 
ing  to  the  agency’s  definition  of  “ab¬ 
sorbed”,  the  manufacturers  petitioned 
the  NHTSA  to  extend  the  rearward  de¬ 
flection  of  seats  to  12  inches,  indicating 
that  such  an  extension  would  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  safety  of  school  buses. 
The  manufacturers  further  indicated 
that  to  require  an  8-inch  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  deflection  would  require  exten¬ 
sive  redesign  of  school  bus  seats  that 
would  result  in  increased  costs  without 
any  significant  safety  benefits. 

Evaluation  of  Deflection  Requirement 

The  rearward  seat  deflection  require¬ 
ment,  as  initially  proposed,  would  have 
required  that  seats  not  deflect  more  than 
35°  from  vertical  when  tested  for  rear¬ 
ward  performance  (February  22,  1973; 
35  FR  4776) .  This  requirement  was  sub¬ 
sequently  replaced  by  the  present  re¬ 
quirement  that  seats  not  deflect  more 
than  8  inches  (July  30,  1974;  39  FR 
27585).  This  alteration  of  the  standard 
did  not  change  appreciably  the  stand¬ 
ard’s  requirements,  because  an  8-inch 
allowable  deflection  translates  approxi¬ 
mately  into  a  seat  angle  of  35°.  The 
modification  from  degrees  to  inches  for 
the  measurement  of  rearward  deflection 
was  done  to  facilitate  measurement  of 
the  deflection. 

More  recent  test  data  indicate  that  a 
seat  angle  of  40°  is  more  appropriate 
during  seat  deflection  and  should  have 
little,  if  any,  impact  on  the  safety  of 
school  bus  seats.  In  fact  the  agency  has 
proposed  an  allowable  40°  seat  angle  for 
seat  deflection  in  passenger  cars,  multi¬ 
purpose  passenger  vehicles,  and  trucks 
(39  FR  10268) .  A  40°  seat  angle  trans¬ 
lates  roughly  into  a  10-inch  seat  deflec¬ 
tion.  Accordingly,  the  agency  has  now 
tentatively  concluded  that  the  8-inch  de¬ 
flection  requirement  in  Standard  No.  222 
is  unnecessarily  restrictive  and  should  be 
extended  to  10  inches. 

The  NHTSA  declines  to  adopt  the  sug¬ 
gestions  of  several  manufacturers  rec¬ 
ommending  extension  of  the  deflection 
requirement  to  12  inches.  Based  upon 
data  presently  available,  the  agency  has 
determined  that  such  an  extension  would 
result  in  a  seat  back  angle  exceeding  40°. 
An  angle  of  this  magnitude  could  signifi¬ 
cantly  increase  the  possibility  of  injury 
through  passenger  ejection  from  the  seat 
and  impair  the  effectivenees  of  the 
school  bus  seating  requirements. 

Clarification  of  Absorbed  Energy 

In  conjunction  with  this  amendment 
of  the  rearward  deflection  of  seats,  the 
NHTSA  proposes  a  minor  modification 
of  the  rearward  and  forward  perform¬ 
ance  requirements  (S5.1.3.4  and  S5. 1.4.2) 
to  reflect  the  agency’s  interpretation  of 
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energy  absorption  described  in  a  letter 
to  nKKnas  Built  Buses  (July  30,  1976). 
The  modification  of  these  sections  would 
require  that  the  force  applied  to  the 
loading  bars  in  both  the  front  and  rear¬ 
ward  seat  performance  tests  be  main¬ 
tained  for  a  specified  time.  The  force' 
deflection  curve  plotted  after  release  of 
the  force  would  then  take  into  account 
both  the  application  of  the  force  and  the 
recoil  of  the  seat.  This  proce-ss  ensures 
that  only  that  energy  that  is  actually 
absorbed  by  the  seat  will  be  considered 
in  the  computation  of  absorbed  energy. 
Modification  of  the  test  procedure  as 
proposed  simply  incorporates  an  exist¬ 
ing  agency  interpretation  and  would  not 
greatly  alter  the  requirements  of  the 
standard. 

Conclusions 

The  initial  selection  of  an  8-inch  rear¬ 
ward  deflection  was  based  upon  outdated 
test  data.  Allowing  an  extension  of  the 
rearward  deflection  requirements  to  10 
inches  and  clarifying  energy  absorption 
should  have  little,  if  any,  impact  upon 
the  safety  of  school  bus  seats.  The  addi¬ 
tional  allowable  deflection  should  not 
result  in  a  significant  intrusion  into  the 
occupant  space  of  seats  aft  of  the  tested 
seat.  The  standard  would  continue  to 
require  that  seats  not  move  within  4 
inches  of  any  other  seat.  The  extended 
seat  deflection  coupled  with  the  clarifi¬ 
cation  of  absorbed  energy  should  ensure 
adequate  seat  performance  as  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  compartmentalization  ap¬ 
proach  to  school  bus  seat  safety. 

Since  this  proposal,  if  adopted,  w’ould 
relieve  a  restriction,  the  NHTSA  con¬ 
cludes  that  there  will  be  only  minor  eco¬ 
nomic  impact.  The  rule  would  become 
effective  on  April  1, 1978. 

The  agency  is  continuing  to  review  is¬ 
sues  that  have  been  raised  concerning 
seat  spacing  and  activity  buses  and  will 
respond  to  them  in  separate  notices. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  following  amendments 
be  made  in  Part  571  of  Title  49,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations: 

1.  Paragraph  S5.1.3.4  of  49  CFR  §  571.- 
222  would  be  amended  to  read: 

S5. 1.3.4  Apply  additional  force  hori¬ 
zontally  in  the  forward  direction  through 
the  upper  bar  until  4,000W  inch-pounds 
of  energy  have  been  absorbed  in  deflect¬ 
ing  the  seat  back  (or  restraining  bar¬ 
rier).  Apply  the  additional  load  in  not 
less  than  5  seconds  nor  more  than  30 
seconds.  Maintain  the  pivot  attachment 
point  in  the  maximum  forward  travel 
position  for  not  less  than  5  seconds  nor 
more  than  10  seconds  and  release  the 
load  in  not  less  than  5  nor  more  than  30 
seconds. 

(For  the  determination  of  S5.1.3.4  the 
force,/ deflection  curve  describes  only  the 
force  applied  through  the  upper  loading 
bar,  and  the  forward  and  rearward  travel 
distance  of  the  upper  loading  bar  pivot 
attachment  point  measured  from  the  po¬ 
sition  at  which  the  initial  application  of 
10  pounds  of  force  is  attained.) 


2.  Paragraph  S5.1.4(b)  of  49  CFR 
?  571.222  *ould  be  amended  by  substitut¬ 
ing  "10  inches’’  for  "8  inches’’. 

3.  Paragraph  S5.1.4.2  of  49  CFR  §  571.- 
222  would  be  amended  to  read: 

S5. 1.4.2  Apply  additional  force  hori¬ 
zontally  rearward  through  the  loading 
bar  until  2.800W  inch-pounds  of  energy 
have  been  absorbed  in  deflecting  the  seat 
back.  Apply  the  additional  load  in  not 
less  than  5  seconds  nor  more  than  30 
seconds.  Maintain  the  pivot  attachment 
point  in  the  maximum  rearward  travel 
position  for  not  less  than  5  seconds  nor 
more  than  10  seconds  and  release  the 
load  in  not  less  than  5  seconds  nor  more 
than  30  seconds.  (For  determination  of 
S5. 1.4.2  the  force/deflection  curve  de¬ 
scribes  the  force  applied  through  the 
loading  bar  and  the  rearward  and  for¬ 
ward  travel  distance  of  the  loading  bar 
pivot  attachment  point  measured  from 
the  position  at  w'hich  the  initial  applica¬ 
tion  of  50  pounds  of  force  is  attained.) 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  All  com¬ 
ments  must  be  limited  not  to  exceed  15 
pages  in  length.  Necessary  attachments 
may  be  appended  to  these  submissions 
without  regard  to  the  15 -page  limit.  This 
limitation  is  intended  to  encourage  com- 
menters  to  detail  their  primary  argu¬ 
ments  in  a  succinct  and  concise  fashion. 
It  is  requested  but  not  required  that  10 
copies  be  submitted. 

In  the  case  of  comments  that  contain 
materials  for  which  confidential  treat¬ 
ment  is  requested,  those  materials  should 
be  deleted  from  the  copies  submitted  to 
the  docket.  A  copy  of  the  complete  com¬ 
ments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Office 
of  Chief  Counsel  at  the  above  address, 
with  an  indication  of  w'hich  portions  of 
the  comments  are  the  subject  of  the  re¬ 
quest  for  confidentiality. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  above  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
dale  will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
wall  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue  to 
file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes  avail¬ 
able  in  the  docket  after  the  closing  date, 
and  it  is  recommended  that  interested 
persons  continue  to  examine  the  docket 
for  new  material. 

The  prinicipal  authors  of  this  proposal 
are  Timothy  Hoyt  of  the  Office  of  Crash- 
worthness  and  Roger  Tilton  of  the  Office 
of  Chief  Counsel. 

(Secs.  103,  119.  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  u  s  e.  1392,  1407):  Sec.  203,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15  U.S.C.  1392);  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  501.8.) 

Lssued  on  November  3,  1977, 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

(FR  Doc  77-32493  Filed  11-4-77:3:45  pm] 


[4910-59] 

[49  CFR  Part  580] 

(Docket  No.  77-06:  Notice  1| 

ODOMETER  DISCLOSURE 
REQUIREMENTS 

Odometer  Retention  Requirements 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  is  authorized  by  the  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act 
to  specify  requirements  for  retention  of 
odometer  statements  by  dealers  and  dis¬ 
tributors  of  motor  vehicles.  This  notice 
prescribes  the  manner  in  which  this  in¬ 
formation  should  be  retained.  The  in¬ 
tended  effect  of  this  regulation  is  to 
afford  the  government  and  aggrieved 
parties  documentation  necessary  to  prove 
a  violation  of  the  Act,  and  to  pinpoint 
exactly  where  the  violation  occurred. 

DATES:  Comments  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1977.  Proposed  effective:  January 
1.  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Dock¬ 
et  Section,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Room  5108,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Kathy  DeMeter,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20590, 
202-426-1834. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA’TION: 
The  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947- 
963,  15  U.S.C.  1901-1999)  directed  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  to  issue  reg¬ 
ulations  to  require  each  transferor  of -a 
motor  vehicle  to  give  the  transferee  a 
written  statement  of  the  mileage  shown 
on  the  vehicle’s  odometer  and  to  advise 
the  transferee  if  the  mileage  shown  on 
the  ,odometer  was  known  to  be  different 
from  the  vehicle’s  actual  mileage.  A  reg¬ 
ulation  was  issued  pursusuit  to  section  408 
of  the  Act  to  prescribe  the  manner  of 
disclosure  (49  CFR  Part  580),  but  the 
Secretary  chose  not  to  exercise  the  au¬ 
thority  given  him  under  subsection  408 
(a)  to  specify  the  manner  in  which  such 
information  was  to  be  retained. 

The  1976  amendments  to  the  Act  (Pub. 
L.  94-364,  90  Stat.  981)  conferred  exten¬ 
sive  investigative  powers  upon  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  One  effect  of  these  new  powers  is 
to  enhance  the  value  of  a  record  re¬ 
tention  requirement  as  an  investigatory 
tool.  The  disclosure  statement  plays  an 
important  role  in  the  investigation  of 
odometer  tampering  and  fraud.  In  order 
to  prove  that  an  odometer  has  been 
rolled  back  or  otherwise  tampered  with  in 
violation  of  the  Act,  it  must  be  possible 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  actual  mileage 
the  vehicle  has  been  driven.  An  effective 
way  of  discovering  this  information  is  by 
examining  previous  odometer  mileage 
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statements  required  to  be  executed  by  all 
owners  in  the  chain  of  title. 

To  enhance  the  ability  of  the  state¬ 
ment  to  protect  all  future  transferees, 
the  regulation  proposed  by  this  notice 
would  not  only  require  the  dealer  or  dis¬ 
tributor  to  retain  the  statements  issued 
to  him  but  would  also  require  him  to  re¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  each  statement  which  he 
issued.  This  will  afford  the  government 
and  aggrieved  parties  the  necessary  doc¬ 
umentation  to  prove  a  violation  of  the 
Act.  and  also  to  pinpoint  exactly  where 
that  violation  occurred. 

This  agency  therefore  proposes  to  re¬ 
quire  dealers  and  distributors  of  motor 
vehicles  to  retain  odometer  mileage 
statements  for  four  years.  This  period  is 
tentatively  selected  as  long  enough  to 
cover  the  great  majority  of  violations, 
while  not  so  long  as  to  pose  major  prob¬ 
lems  for  modern  information-storage 
systems.  The  proposal  is  phrased  broadly 
to  include  any  media  by  which  such  in¬ 
formation  may  be  stored,  not  merely 
“paper  records.”  The  proposal  would  re¬ 
quire  storage  in  chronological  order  to 
permit  prompt  retrieval.  It  would  allow 
the  discarding  of  statements  that  had 
been  transferred  to  an  other  storage 
medium  such  as  microfilm,  as  long  as 
there  is  no  loss  of  information  or  identi¬ 
fying  marks  such  as  signatures  in  the 
transfer. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  proposed 
that  Part  580,  Odometer  Disclosure  Re¬ 
quirements.  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  be  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  580.1,  Scope,  is  amended  as 
follows : 


§  380.1  Scope. 

This  part  prescribes  rules  requiring  the 
transferor  of  a  motor  vehicle  to  make 
written  disclosure  to  the  transferee  con¬ 
cerning  the  odometer  mileage  and  its 
accuracy,  and  requiring  the  retention  of 
odometer  mileage  statements  by  motor 
vehicle  dealers  and  distributors,  as  di¬ 
rected  by  sections  408(a)  and  414(b)  of 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  Pub,  L.  92-513,  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  94-364. 

2.  Section  580.2,  Purpose,  is  amended 
as  follows: 

§  380.2  Purposic. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  provide 
each  purchaser  of  a  motor  vehicle  with 
odometer  information  to  assist  him  in 
determining  the  vehicle’s  condition  and 
value,  and  to  preserve  records  that  are 
needed  for  the  proper  investigation,  and 
adjudication  or  other  disposition,  of  pos¬ 
sible  violations  of  the  Motor  Vehicle  In¬ 
formation  and  Cost  Savings  Act. 

3.  A  new  §  580.7,  is  added  as  follows: 

§  .383.7  Odometer  mileage  statement 
retention. 

Each  dealer  or  distributor  of  a  motor 
vehicle  shall  retain  for  four  years  each 
odometer  mileage  statement  which  he 
receives.  He  shall  also  retain  for  four 
years  a  photostat,  carbon,  or  other  fac¬ 
simile  copy  of  each  odometer  mileage 
statement  which  he  issues.  He  shall  re¬ 
tain  each  odometer  mileage  statement  in 
chronological  order  at  his  primary  place 
of  business.  The  statement  may  be  repro¬ 


duced  (e.g.,  photocopies  or  put  on  micro¬ 
film)  as  long  as  no  information  or  iden¬ 
tifying  marks  such  as  signatures  are  lost 
in  the  reproduction. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section. 
National  Highw'ay  Traffic’Safety  Admin¬ 
istration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  bu.siness  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  above  will  be  considered,  and 
wil  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continnue 
to  file  relevant  material  in  the  docket  as 
it  becomes  available  after  the  closing 
date,  and /it  is  recommended  that  inter¬ 
ested  persons  continue  to  examine  the 
docket  for  new  material. 

(Secs.  408.  414.  Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947, 
as  amended  Pub.  L.  94-364.  90  Stat.  981,  15 
U.S.C.  1988,  1990(d);  delegation  of  authority 
at  49  CPR  1.50(f).) 

Issued  on:  November  1.  1977. 

Joseph  J.  Levin,  Jr.. 

Chief  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.77-32497  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 
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[ 3410-07  ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


Farmers  Home  Administration 

I  Arndt,  of  Designation  No.  A516I 


NORTH  DAKOTA 


Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

On  October  19,  1977,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  determined  that  farming, 
ranching,  or  aquaculture  operations  were 
substantially  affected  as  a  result  of  ex¬ 
cessive  rainfall,  hailstorms,  and  or  early 
frost  and  named  as  emergency  loan  areas 
in  the  following  30  counties: 


Adams 

Billings 

Benson 

Bottineau 

Bowman 

Burleigh 

Dickey 

Dunn 

Eddy 

Foster 

Golden  Valley 

Grant 

Hettinger 

Kidder 

McIntosh 


McKenzie 

Mercer 

Morton 

Mountrail 

Oliver 

Pierce 

Rolette 

Sheridan 

Sioux 

Stark 

Stutsman 

Towner 

Ward 

Wells 

Williams 


The  drought  beginning  in  the  1976 
crop  year  through  December  31,  1976, 
and  or  during  the  period  January  1 
through  September  30,  1977,  was  inad¬ 
vertently  omitted. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2d  day 
of  November  1977. 


Gordon  Cavanaugh, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-32622  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am) 


[3410-11 ] 

Forest  Service 

TIMBER  MANAGEMENT  PLAN;  HOLLY 
SPRINGS  AND  TOMBIGBEE  NATIONAL 
FORESTS 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  tc)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Holly 
Springs  and  Tombigbee  Timber  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan,  Holly  Springs  and  Tombigbee 
National  Forests,  Miss.,  USDA-FS-R8- 
FES  ADM  77-04. 

The  Holly  Springs  National  Forest 
contains  145,405  acres  of  National  Forest 
land  in  Benton,  Marshall,  Tippah,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Union,  and  Yalobusha  Counties,  in 
Mississippi.  The  Tombigbee  National 
Forest  contains  65,550  acres  of  National 
Forest  land  in  Choctaw,  Winston,  Oktib¬ 


beha,  Chickasaw,  and  Pontotoc  Counties, 
in  Mississippi.  The  Holly  Springs  and 
Tombigbee  National  Forests  are  two  of 
six  National  Forests  in  Mississippi. 

Management  actions  include  timber 
harvesting,  and  other  timber  manage¬ 
ment  activities,  road  construction  and 
reconstruction,  prescribed  burning  and 
the  use  of  pesticides. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  October  31, 
1977.  Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg,  Room  3230,  12th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  1720  Peachtree  Road 
NW.,  Room  804,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30309. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  350  Milner  Building, 
Box  1291,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  B.  F.  Finison,  Box  1291,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Guidelines. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Dated:  October  31. 1977. 

Robert  F.  Williams, 
Regional  Environmental 

Coordinator. 
|PR  Doc.77-32603  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[  6320-01  ] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Order  77-11-14;  Dockets  25022,  19570  and 
197451 

MARTIN’S  LUCHTVERVOER  MAATSCH- 
APPIJ  N.V.  (MARTIN’S  AIR  CHARTER  CO.) 

Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permit 

[ 6320-01  ] 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  3d  day  of  November,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of:  Application  of 
Martin’s  Luchtvervoer  Maatschappij 
N.V.  (Martin’s  Air  Charter  Co.)  for  re¬ 
newal  of  its  foreign  air  carrier  permit 
(Docket  25022)  and  application  of 
Martin’s  Luchtvervoer  Maatschappij 
N.V.  (Martin’s  Air  Charter  Co.)  for 
amendment  of  its  foreign  air  carrier 
permit  (Dockets  19570,  19745). 

Martin’s  Luchtvervoer  Maatschappij 
N.V.  (Martin’s),  is  the  holder  of  a  for¬ 
eign  air  carrier  permit,  issued  by  Order 


71-5-95,  authorizing  charters  of  per¬ 
sons  and  their  accompanying  baggage, 
planeload  charters  of  property,  and  in¬ 
clusive-tour  charters  between  the 
Netherlands  and  the  United  States. 
Netherlands-originating  and  terminating 
circle  inclusive-tour  charters  of  persons 
to  the  United  States  and  other  countries, 
European  -  originating  inclusive  -  tour 
charters  of  persons  to  the  United  States, 
and  European-originating  and  terminat¬ 
ing  circle  tour  charters  of  persons  (in¬ 
cluding  inclusive-tour  charters)  to  the 
United  States  and  other  countries.  The 
carrier  has  filed  an  application  in  Docket 
25022.  for  renewal  of  its  permit  and  re¬ 
quests  that  show-cause  procedures  be 
used.  By  motion  in  Dockets  19570  and 
19745,  Martin’s  also  seeks  to  modify  con¬ 
dition  4(d)  of  Order  68-12-121  so  that 
it  may  implement  a  ground  handling 
agreement  with  KLM  Royal  Dutch  Air¬ 
lines  at  Kennedy  Airport.*  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  World  Airways  answered  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  motion. 

Action  on  Martin’s  requests  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  condition  4(d)  and  renewal  of 
its  permit  by  show-cause  procedures  was 
deferred  by  Order  76-5-98,  May  21,  1976, 
pending  decision  in  several  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  involving  “mother-daughter” 
relationships  between  various  European 
carriers  similar  to  that  existing  between 
Martin’s  and  KLM.’  Several  of  these  car¬ 
riers.  like  Martin’s,  were  requesting  mod¬ 
ification  and/or  elimination  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  conditions  imposed  by  the  Board  on 
affiliated  carriers  in  addition  to  the  re¬ 
newal  of  their  permits,  and  the  Board 
determined  that  Martin’s  requests  should 
be  deferred  until  the  common  policy 
questions  in  the  other  proceedings  were 
resolved.  By  Orders  77-1-66/67/68/69/ 
70/71,  served  January  14, 1977,  the  Board 
renewed  the  foreign  air  carrier  permits 
and  modified  condition  (b)  of  the  “pass¬ 
ing-off  conditions”  to  permit  common 


>  Condition  4(d)  reads;  “Martin’s  shall  not 
serve  as  agent,  general  agent,  or  general 
.sales  agent  for  KLM,  nor  pernalt  KLM  to 
serve  in  a  similar  capacity  for  Martin's;  shall 
not  directly  or  indirectly  solicit  business  on 
KLM's  behalf,  or  carry  traffic  directly  or 
indirectly  solicited  on  its  behalf  by  KLM; 
and  shall  not  contract  with,  collect  monies 
due  from,  or  issue  tickets  to,  a  KLM  charter 
movement,  or  permit  KLM  to  similarly  act  in 
respect  to  its  charter  movements.”  This  con¬ 
dition  is  now  3(d)  in  Order  71-5-95  (the  leist 
order  setting  out  the  conditions  affecting 
Martin’s  relationship  with  KLM)  but  will 
be  referred  to  in  the  remainder  of  this  order 
as  condition  4(d). 

“  The  following  applications  for  renewal  of 
foreign  air  carrier  permits  are  Involved; 
Avlaco,  Docket  27738;  Belair,  Docket  27790; 
British  Alrtours,  Etocket  28086;  Condor, 
Docket  27802;  Kar-Alr,  Docket  27596;  and 
Societa  Aerea  Mediterranea,  Docket  27628. 
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use  of  technical  (nonpublic)  personnel 
and  the  common  leasing  of  counter  or 
terminal  facilities  so  long  as  personnel 
manning  .leased  counter  space  have 
clearly  distinguishable  uniforms. 

The  Board  finds  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  direct  interested  parties  to 
show  cause  why  the  applicant’s  foreign 
air  carrier  permit  should  not  be  renewed 
without  hearing  for  a  five-year  period. 
The  Board  also  finds  that  Martin’s  mo¬ 
tion  for  a  modification  of  condition  4(d) 
of  Order  68-12-121  should  be  denied.  The 
Board  did  not  modify  condition  (d) 
when  it  was  considering  other  "passing- 
off  conditions’’  in  Order  77-1-66.  The 
only  condition  modified  in  that  order 
was  condition  (b) ,  and  this  was  done  af¬ 
ter  ample  consideration  of  whether  such 
modification  would  defeat  the  basic  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  “passing-off  conditions’’ — 
to  insure  that  the  separate  airlines  are 
held  out  to  the  public  as  independent 
entities.  If  we  were  to  tentatively  con¬ 
clude  that  (d)  should  be  modified,  we 
would  be  doing  so  without  the  benefit 
of  the  discussion  involved  in  the  other 
proceeding.  Further,  we  would  be  de¬ 
priving  Martin  from  a  condition  to 
which  the  other  charter  foreign  air  car¬ 
riers  are  still  subject,  and  which  we 
chose  not  to  modify  when  we  were  con¬ 
sidering  other  “passing-off  conditions.’’ 
On  the  other  hand,  we  tentatively  find 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  mod¬ 
ify  condition  (b)  of  Order  68-12-121  in 
accordance  with  the  modification  ap¬ 
proved  in  Order  77-1-66.  As  we  noted  in 
that  order,  the  public  interest  is  better 
served  by  providing  for  common  require¬ 
ments  in  this  respect. 

Therefore,  as  Martin’s  has  demon¬ 
strated  by  its  operations  under  its  for¬ 
eign  air  carrier  permit  that  it  is  fit.  will¬ 
ing,  and  able  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
a  charter  foreign  air  carrier,  and  based 
on  the  Board’s  findings  in  Order  71-5- 
95  with  respect  to  the  public  interest  and 
the  carrier’s  fitness,  it  is  tentatively  con¬ 
cluded  that: 

(a)  Martin’s  Luchtervervoer  Maat- 
schappij  N.V.  (Martin’s  Air  Charter  Com¬ 
pany)  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  foreign  charter  transporta¬ 
tion  authorized  by  the  attached  specimen 
permit  and  to  conform  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  rules,  regulations,  and 
requirements  of  the  Board; 

(b)  Martin’s  Air  Charter  Co.  is  sub¬ 
stantially  owned  and  effectively  oper¬ 
ated  by  nationals  of  the  Kingdom  of  the 
Netherlands; 

(c)  It  is  in  the  public  interest  to  re¬ 
new  the  foreign  air  carrier  peri;nit  of 
Martin’s  Air  CJharter  for  a  five-year  pe¬ 
riod; 

(d)  The  public  interest  requires  that 
the  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
said  permit  be  subject  to  the  terms,  con¬ 
ditions  and  limitations  contained  in  the 
attached  specimen  permit’  and  to  such 


» We  have  made  technical  revisions  In  the 
permit  to  conform  with  permits  recently 
granted  by  the  Board.  The  Initial  tariff  con¬ 
dition  has  been  Included  In  the  permit,  and 
the  incIuslve-tour  condition  has  been  modi¬ 
fied  to  take  account  of  OTC  charters  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  recent  Board  practice  (See 
Spantax.  S  A.,  Order  76-6-102,  approved  June 
12.  19761 


Other  reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations  required  by  the  public  inter¬ 
est  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Board; 

(e)  The  public  interest  requires  the 
modification  of  condition  4(b)  of  Order 
68-12-121  in  accordance  with  the  m(xii- 
fication  approved  in  Order  77-1-66;  and 

(f)  A  hearing  on  the  application  of 
Martin’s  Air  Charter  is  not  required  by 
the  public  interest. 

All  interested  persons  will  be  given  21 
days  following  the  adoption  of  this  order 
to  show  cause  why  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  set  forth  should  not  be 
made  final.  We  expect  such  persons  to 
direct  their  objections,  if  any,  to  specific 
issues  and  to  support  such  objections 
with  detailed  analyses.  If  an  evidentiary 
hearing  is  requested,  each  objector 
should  name  the  specific  markets  or 
other  issues  with  respect  to  which  a 
hearing  is  requested  and  should  state,  in 
detail,  w'hy  such  a  hearing  is  necessary 
and  what  relevant  and  material  facts  he 
would  expect  to  establish  through  such  a 
hearing.  Vague,  general,  or  unsupported 
objections  will  not  be  enteraineci. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

”l.  All  interested  persons  be  directed  to 
show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
make  final  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  and  why  an  order  should  not 
be  issued,  subject  to  approval  by  the 
President  pursuant  to  section  801  of  the 
Act.  issuing  a  renewed  foreign  air  car¬ 
rier  permit  to  Martin’s  Luchtvervoer 
Mattschappij  N.V.,  Martin’s  Air  Charter, 
in  the  attached  specimen  form; 

2.  Any  interested  persons  having  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  issuance  of  an  order  making 
final  the  tentative  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  or  to  the  issuance  of  the  proposed 
renew'ed  foreign  air  carrier  permit  shall, 
within  21  days  after  the  adoption  of  the 
order,  file  with  the  Board  and  serve  on 
the  persons  named  in  paragraph  6  a 
statement  of  objections  specifying  the 
part  or  parts  of  the  tentitive  findings  or 
conclusions  objected  to.  together  with  a 
summary  of  testimony,  statistical  data 
and  such  evidence  as  is  expected  to  be 
relied  upon  to  support  the  statement  of 
objections:  answers  to  objections  will  be 
due  10  days  thereafter; 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  filed,  full  consideration 
will  be  accorded  the  matters  or  issues 
raised  before  further  action  is  taken  by 
the  Board :  Provided  that  the  Board  may 
proceed  to  entertain  an  order  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  tentative  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  if  it  determines  that  there  are 
no  factual  issues  presented  that  warrant 
the  holding  of  an  evidentiary  hearing; 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed 
to  this  order,  all  further  procedural  steps 
will  be  deemed  to  have  been  waived  and 
the  Board  may  pr(x;eed  to  enter  an  order 
in  accordance  with  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions: 

5.  Martin’s  motion  for  modification  of 
condition  4(d)  of  Order  68-12-121  be 
denied;  and 

6.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  Mar¬ 
tin’s  Air  Charter,  the  Ambassador  of  the 
Kingdom  of  the  Netherlands,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  and  Pan  American 
World  Airways. 


This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  transmitted  to  the 
President. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Specimen 

PERMIT  TO  FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIER  (AS  AMENDED* 

Martin’s  Luchtvervoer  MaatschapplJ  N.V. 
(Martin  s  Air  Charter  Co.)  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized,  subject  to  the  provisions  hereinalter 
set  forth,  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958,  and  the  orders,  rules,  and 
regulations  issued  thereunder,  to  engage  in 
charter  foreign  air  transportation  as  follows : 

1.  Charter  flights  carrying  persons  and 
their  accompanied  baggage  between  any 
point  or  points  in  the  Netherlands  and  any 
point  or  points  in  the  United  States. 

2.  Planeload  charter  flights  carrying  prop¬ 
erty  between  any  point  or  points  in  the 
Netherlands  and  any  point  or  points  in  the 
United  States,  limited  to  ten  one-way  flights 
within  any  calendar  year. 

3.  Inclusive  tour  charter  flights  carrying 
persons  and  their  accompanied  baggage  be¬ 
tween  any  point  or  points  in  the  Netherlands 
and  any  point  or  points  in  the  United  States. 

4.  Circle  tour  charter  flights  (including  in¬ 
clusive  tour  charters)  carrying  persons  and 
their  accompanied  baggage  which  originate 
and  terminate  at  a  )}olnt  or  points  in  the 
Netherlands  and  serve  a  point  or  points  In 
the  United  States  and  a  point  or  points  in 
any  country  other  than  the  Netherlands  and 
the  United  States. 

5.  Charter  flights  (including  inclusive  tour 
charters)  carrying  persons  and  their  accom¬ 
panied  baggage  between  any  point  or  points 
in  Austria,  Belgium,  Cyprus.  Denmark,  Fin¬ 
land.  France,  Federal  Republic  of  Germany, 
Greece,  Ireland,  Italy,  Luxembourg.  Malta, 
Norway,  Portugal,  Spain,  Sweden,  Switzer¬ 
land.  United  Kingdom,  and  Yugoslavia,  and 
any  point  or  points  in  the  United  States, 
limited  to  charter  flights  which  originate 
in  a  named  European  country. 

6.  Circle  tour  charter  flights  (Including  in¬ 
clusive  tour  charters)  carrying  persons  and 
their  accompanied  baggage  which  originate 
and  terminate  at  a  point  or  points  in  Austria. 
Belgium,  Cyprus,  Denmark,  Finland,  France, 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  Greece,  Ire¬ 
land,  Italy,  Luxembourg,  Malta,  Norway. 
Portugal,  Spain,  Sweden.  Switzerland.  United 
Kingdom,  and  Yugoslavia,  and  serve  a  point 
or  points  in  the  United  States  and  a  point 
or  points  in  any  country  other  than  a  named 
European  country  and  the  United  States. 

This  permit  shall  be  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations: 

( 1 )  For  the  purposes  of  the  authorizations 
set  out  in  paragraphs  1  and  2  above,  and  no 
others,  the  Netherlands  Antilles  and  Surinam 
shall  be  considered  to  be  part  of  the 
Netherlands. 

(2)  For  the  authorizations  contained  in 
paragraphs  1,  2,  3,  and  4  above,  the  holder 
shall  not  engage  in  foreign  air  transportation 
between  the  United  States  and  any  point  or 
points,  other  than  a  point  or  points  in  the 
Netherlands,  or  transport  any  person  whose 
Journey,  by  any  means  of  transportation,  be¬ 
gins  or  ends  at  a  point  not  in  the  United 
States  or  the  Netherlands:  Provided.  That 
this  condition  shall  not  prevent  the  holder, 
under  the  authorization  contained  in  para¬ 
graph  4  above,  from  serving  a  point  or  points 
in  any  foreign  country  between  the  point  of 


'  All  members  concurred 
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origin  and  point  of  termination  of  the  char¬ 
ter  flight  in  the  Netherlands  or  prevent  the 
holder  from  carrying  between  a  point  or 
points  In  the  Netherlands  and  a  point  or 
points  in  the  United  States  charters  origi¬ 
nating  In  one  of  the  European  countries 
named  in  paragraph  5  or  6  above. 

(3)  During  any  calendar  year  In  which 
the  holder:  (a)  operates  less  than  18  charter 
trips  originating  outside  the  United  States, 
the  number  of  United  States-orlglnated 
charter  trips  shall  not  exceed  those  origi¬ 
nating  outside  the  United  States  by  more 
than  six;  (b)  operates  between  18  and  45 
charter  trips  originating  outside  the  United 
States,  the  number  of  United  States-orlgl¬ 
nated  charter  trips  shall  not  exceed  those 
originating  outside  the  United  SUtes  by  more 
than  one-third;  (c)  operates  more  than  45 
charter  trips  originating  outside  the  United 
States,  the  number  of  United  States-orlgl¬ 
nated  charter  trips  shall  not  exceed  those 
originating  outside  the  United  States  by  more 
than  15.  Any  charter  originating  In  one 
country  and  flown  to  another,  whether  one¬ 
way  or  round-trip,  will  be  considered  one 
charter  trip  for  these  purposes. 

(4)  The  authority  of  the  holder  to  per¬ 
form  Inclusive  tour  charters  originating  In 
the  Netherlands  shall  be  subject  to  the  terms, 
conditions,  and  limitations  contained  in  li¬ 
censes  to  be  Issued  by  the  Dutch  Bureau  of 
Civil  Aviation  authorizing  the  performance 
of  such  charters.  Inclusive  tovir  charters 
originating  In  the  United  States  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  378  and  378a  of 
the  Board’s  Special  Regulations,  and  all 
amendments  and  revisions  thereof  as  the 
Board,  by  order  or  regulation  and  without 
hearing,  may  adopt.  The  authority  of  the 
holder  to  perform  Inclusive  tour  charters 
originating  In  a  named  European  country 
shall  be  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  The  entire  aircraft  shall  be  chartered 
by  one  tour  operator  for  the  carriage  of  per¬ 
sons  traveling  on  inclusive  tours. 

(b)  Each  tour  shall  provide  overnight  hotel 
accommodations  at  a  minimum  of  three 
places  other  than  the  point  of  origin,  such 
places  to  be  no  less  than  50  air  miles  from 
each  other. 

(c)  An  aircraft  may  carry  a  maximum  of 
three  tour  groups. 

(d)  If  more  than  one  group  Is  carried,  each 
of  the  groups  shall  consist  of  40  or  more 
tour  participants. 

(e)  The  Board,  by  order  or  regulation  and 
without  hearing,  may  waive  conditions  (a) 
to  (d)  in  whole  or  In  part. 

(5)  On  circle  tour  charters  which  serve 
only  a  point  or  points  in  Canada  and  a  point 
or  points  In  the  United  States,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  between  the  last  point  In  one  of  these 
countries  and  the  first  point  In  the  other 
need  not  be  provided  by  the  holder. 

(6)  The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted 
by  this  permit,  except  with  respect  to  In¬ 
clusive  tour  charters,  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  214  of  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations,  and  all  amendments  and 
revisions  thereof  as  the  Board,  by  order  or 
regulation  and  without  hearing,  may  adopt. 

(7)  The  Board,  by  order  or  regulation  and 
without  hearing,  may  require  advance  ap¬ 
proval  of  Individual  charter  trips  conducted 
by  the  holder  pursuant  to  the  authority 
granted  by  this  ptermlt.  If  It  finds  such  action 
to  be  required  by  the  public  Interest. 

(8)  ’The  bolder  shall  not  operate  charters 
for  or  on  behalf  of  air  freight  forwarders. 

(9)  By  accepting  this  permit,  the  holder 
agrees  that  the  Board  may,  by  notice  to  the 
holder,  suspend  without  hearing  any  pro¬ 
posed  or  existing  charter  tariff  filed  by  the 
holder.  If  the  Board  finds  that  any  rate  set 
forth  therein  Is  below  the  rates  generally 
prevailing  for  comparable  service  by  U.S.  sup¬ 
plemental  carriers  and  Is  adverse  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest. 


(10)  The  holder  shall  keep  on  deposit  with 
the  Board  a  signed  counterpart  of  CAB  Agree¬ 
ment  18900,  an  agreement  relating  to  liability 
limitations  of  the  Warsaw  Convention  and 
the  Hague  Protocol  approved  by  Board  Order 
E-23680,  May  13,  1966,  and  a  signed  counter¬ 
part  of  any  amendment  or  amendments  to 
such  agrement  which  may  be  approved  by 
the  Board  and  to  which  the  bolder  becomes  a 
party. 

(11)  The  holder  (1)  shall  not  provide  for¬ 
eign  air  transportation  under  this  permit 
unless  there  Is  In  effect  third-party  liability 
Insurance  in  the  amount  of  $1,000,000  or 
more  to  meet  potential  liability  claims  which 
may  arise  In  connection  with  its  operations 
under  this  permit,  and  unless  there  Is  on 
file  with  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board  a 
statement  showing  the  name  and  address  of 
the  Insurance  carrier  and  the  amounts  and 
liability  limits  of  the  third-party  liability 
insurance  provided,  and  (2)  shall  not  provide 
foreign  air  transportation  of  persons  unless 
there  is  in  effect  liability  insurance  sufficient 
to  cover  the  obligations  assumed  In  CAB 
Agreement  18900,  and  unless  there  is  on  file 
with  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board  a 
statement  showing  the  name  and  address 
of  the  Insurance  carrier  and  the  amounts 
and  liability  limits  of  the  passenger  liability 
Insurance  provided.  Upon  request,  the  Board 
may  authorize  the  holder  to  supply  the  name 
and  address  of  an  Insurance  syndicate  In  lieu 
of  the  name  and  addresses  of  the  member 
Insurers. 

(12)  The  holder  shall  conform  to  the  air¬ 
worthiness  and  airman  competency  require¬ 
ments  prescribed  by  the  Government  of  the 
Netherlands  for  Netherlands  International 
air  service. 

(13)  ’This  permit  shall  be  subject  to  all  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  any  treaty,  convention, 
or  agreement  affecting  International  air 
transportation  now  In  effect,  or  that  may 
become  effective  during  the  period  this  per¬ 
mit  remains  In  effect,  to  which  the  United 
States  and  the  Netherlands  shall  be  parties. 

’The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  permit  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  Interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

’This  permit  shall  be  effective  on _ 

- -  and  shall  terminate  five  years 

later:  Provided,  however,  ’That,  If  during 
said  period  the  operation  of  the  foreign  air 
transportation  authorized  here  becomes  the 
subject  of  any  treaty,  convention,  or  agree¬ 
ment  to  which  the  United  States  and  the 
Netherlands  are  or  shall  become  parties,  then 
and  in  that  event  this  permit  is  continued 
in  effect  during  the  period  provided  In  such 
treaty,  convention,  or  agreement. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  has  caused  this  permit  to  be  executed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Board,  and  the  seal 
of  the  Board  to  be  affixed  hereto,  on  the _ 


Secretary. 

[SEAL] 

Issuance  of  this  permit  to  the  holder  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 

on _ 

In _ 

(PR  Doc.77-32647  Plied  ll-S-77:8:45  am) 

[  3510-25  ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

COLLEGE  OF  MEDICINE  AND  DENTISTRY 
OF  NEW  JERSEY 

Decision  On  Application  For  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 


plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (15 
CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  tho 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00279.  Applicant: 
College  of  Medicine  and  Dentistry  of  New 
Jersey,  100  Bergen  Street,  Newark,  New 
Jersey  07103,  Article:  Electron  Micro¬ 
scope,  Model  EM  301.  Manufacturer: 
Philips  Electronics  Instruments  NVD, 
The  Netherlands.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
studies  of  nerve  tissue,  cardiac  tissue,  and 
renal  tissue.  Both  experimental  animals 
and  specimens  of  diseased  human  tissue 
will  be  investigated.  The  animal  experi¬ 
ments  will  be  designed  as  models  to  eluci¬ 
date  pathological  conditions  that  exist  in 
humans;  the  human  specimens  will  be 
studied  to  characterize  changes  within 
cells.  The  article  will  also  aid  post  grad¬ 
uate  and  graduate  students  to  become 
proficient  in  their  given  field  of  study. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons :  The  foreign 
article  provides  a  guaranteed  resolution 
of  3  Angstroms  as  well  as  a  magnifica¬ 
tion  range  up  to  500,000X.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  October  3,  1977  that  (1)  the  fea¬ 
tures  described  above  are  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  purposes  and 
(2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument 
which  provides  the  pertinent  features  of 
the  article. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

,  [FR  Doc.77-32604  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 3510-25 ] 

STATE  UNIVERSITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  ET  AL. 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  on  Electron  Microscopes 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  electron  microscopes  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific, 
and  (Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act 
of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
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and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301).  (See  especially 
5  301.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this  consoli¬ 
dated  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00287.  Applicant: 
State  University  of  New  York — College  at 
Purchase,  Division  of  Natural  Sciences, 
Purchase,  N.Y.  10577.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  EM  9S-2.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West  Germany.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  a  general  instruc¬ 
tional  program  in  cellular  biology.  The 
main  courses  of  study  are:  (1)  Cell  Biol¬ 
ogy — An  introduction  to  the  structure 
and  function  of  the  cells  of  plants,  ani¬ 
mals  and  micro-organisms  with  emphasis 
on  their  description  in  contemporary 
chemical,  physical  and  ultrastructural 
terms,  (2)  Ultrastructure  Techniques — 
An  intensive  training  period  during 
which  students  will  learn  and  practice 
basic  techniques  of  cell  and  tissue  fixa¬ 
tion,  imbedment,  thin  sectioning,  mount¬ 
ing  and  staining  sections,  and  (3)  Senior 
Research  Project — Coherent  and  signifi¬ 
cant  scientific  investigation.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
June  27, 1977. 

Docket  Number:  77-00299.  Applicant: 
Baylor  College  of  Medicine,  Dept,  of 
Otorhinolaryngology  &  Communicative 
Science,  Baylor  College  of  Medicine,  6501 
Fannin  Street,  Houston,-  Tex.  77030. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM 
lOOCX  and  accessories.  Manufacturer: 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  art¬ 
icle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
to  study  the  ultrafine  structure  of  nor¬ 
mal,  pathological  and  experimentally 
treated  cells  and  tissue  of  the  inner  ear 
and  related  (adjacent)  structures.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  those,  the  study  will  include 
the  otologically  related  neural  tissues, 
thus  auditory  and  vestibular  phenomena 
not  only  in  normal  status  but  in  diseased 
and/or  experimental  conditions,  can  be 
analytically  studied.  The  article  will  also 
be  used  for  future  biological,  para¬ 
medical  (neuroscience)  graduate  stu¬ 
dents  teaching.  In  addition,  any  resident 
physician  (or  research  trainee)  who  pur¬ 
sues  oto-neurological  researches  will 
have  access  to  utilizing  the  scope.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  commissioner  of 
customs:  July  12,  1977. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 
tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  articles  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
was  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  at  the  time  the  applications  were 
received  by  the  U.S.  Customs  Service. 
Reasons:  Each  foreign  article  to  which 
the  foregoing  applications  relate  is  a 
conventional  transmission  electron 
microscope  (CTEM) .  The  description  of 


the  intended  research  and/or  educa¬ 
tional  use  of  each  article  establishes  the 
fact  that  a  comparable  (TTEM  is  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  purposes  for  which  each  is 
intended  to  be  used.  We  know  of  no 
(JTEM  which  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  each  of 
the  applications  was  received  by  the  U.S. 
Customs  Service. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  the  applica¬ 
tions  were  received  by  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service. 

( Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105.  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientiflc  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-32568  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am) 

[ 3510-25  ] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  AND 

UNIVERSITY  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  For 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Electron  Microscopes 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  electron  microscopes  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scien¬ 
tific,  and  Cultural  Materials  Importa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat. 
897)  and  the  regulations  issued  there¬ 
under  as  amended  (15  CFR  301).  (See 
especially  Section  301.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  appplications  in  this  consol¬ 
idated  decision  is  available  for  public 
review  during  ordinary  business  hours 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  77-00259.  Applicant: 
University  of  Massachusetts,  Department 
of  Zoology,  Amherst,  Ma.ssachusetts 
01003.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  ElmLskop  102.  Manufacturer:  Sie¬ 
mens  AG,  West  Germany.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  studies  of  biological  mate¬ 
rials:  Nucleic  acids,  proteins,  bacteri¬ 
ophages,  and  fixed  cells.  Research  will 
involve  elucidation  of  the  substructure  of 
eukaryotic  chromatin,  investigation  of 
the  structural  role  of  prokaryotic  DNA- 
binding  proteins,  and  investigation  of 
host-parasite  relations  in  bacteria/phage 
infections  and  Leishmania  infections. 
The  article  will  also  be  used  in  the  course 
Zoology  708 — Electron  Microscopy  to 
train  students  to  use  electron  microscopy 
in  their  biological  research.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
June  6,  1977.  Advice  submitted  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  on:  September  12,  ,1977.  Article 
ordered:  April  29,  1977. 


D(x:ket  number:  77-00272.  Applicant: 
University  of  North  Carolina,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Anatomy,  111  Swing  Building 
217H,  Chapel  Hill,  N.C.  27514.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM-1  OOC 
(Standard  Top  Entry  Type)  and  acces¬ 
sories.  Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  high  resolution 
studies  of  conformational  and  redistri¬ 
butional  changes  of  proteins  on  or 
within  organelle  and  cell  membranes 
which  occur  during  change  in  the  state 
of  organelle  and  cell  function.  The  iden¬ 
tification  of  specific  proteins  on  or  in 
cellular  membranes  will  be  investigated 
using  antibody  and  other  protein  tagging 
techniques  in  a  research  program  de¬ 
voted  to  studies  in  the  molecular  anat¬ 
omy  of  membranes.  Protein  identifica¬ 
tion  and  orientation  in  biomembranes  as 
well  as  conformation  of  solubilized  pro¬ 
teins,  will  be  studied  by  high  resolu¬ 
tion  freeze-cleaving  electron  microscopy, 
dark  field  electron  microscopy  and 
negative  staining.  In  addition,  the  arti¬ 
cle  will  be  used  to  train  a  limited  num¬ 
ber  of  graduate  students  and  post  doc¬ 
toral  fellows  on  an  individual  basis  on 
the  general  areas  of  experimental  cell 
and  membrane  biology.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
June  22,  1977.  Advice  submitted  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  on;  September  12,  1977.  Article 
ordered:  April  25,  1977. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered.  Reasons;  Each  foreign 
article  has  a  specified  resolving  capabil¬ 
ity  equal  to  or  better  than  3  Angstroms. 
The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  advLses  in  the  respectively 
cited  memoranda,  that  the  additional 
resolving  capability  of  the  foreign  arti¬ 
cles  is  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for 
which  each  of  the  foreign  articles  to 
which  the  foregoing  applications  relate 
is  intended  to  be  used.  HEW  advises  that 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument 
which  could  provide  the  pertinent  fea¬ 
ture  at  the  time  the  articles  w'ere 
ordered). 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

(FR  Doc.77-32606  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 
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[3510-25] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scientific 
article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Ma¬ 
terials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L. 
89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations 
issued  thereunder  as  amended  (15  CFR 
301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00273.  Applicant: 
University  of  North  Carolina.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Anatomy.  Ill  Swing  Building 
217H.  Chapel  Hill.  N.C.  27514.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope.  Model  JEM-IOOC 
(SEG)  and  accessories.  Manufacturer: 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  high  resolution  TEM  and  SEM  studies 
of  the  distribution  and  lateral  transla¬ 
tion  diffusion  of  integral  proteins  in  bio¬ 
membrane  and  reconstituted  membrane 
systems.  Antibody  ferritin  conjugates  will 
be  utilized  in  SEM  studies  to  follow  pro¬ 
tein  diffusion  laterally  on  the  surface 
of  biomembranes.  Diffusion  will  be  in¬ 
duced  by  thermotropic  lipid  phase  tran¬ 
sitions.  Diffusion  of  transmembrane  pro¬ 
teins  in  the  lateral  plane  of  the  hydro- 
phobic  interior  of  the  lipid  bilayer  will 
be  determined  by  high  resolution  freeze- 
fracture  TEM.  Energy  dispersive  X-ray 
analysis  will  be  carried  out  on  various 
organelle  and  membrane  systems  after 
binding  of  various  divalent  cations  such 
as  calcium  and  magnesium.  The  effect  of 
divalent  cations  on  the  lateral  transla¬ 
tion  diffusion  of  integral  proteins  and 
on  theracotropic  lipid  phase  transitions 
will  be  determined. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  article 
was  ordered  April  25,  1977.  Reasons:  The 
foreign  article  has  a  specified  resolving 
capability  of  5  Angstroms  with  its 
eucentric  side  entry  goniometer  stage. 
The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  advises  in  its  mem¬ 
orandum  dated  September  12,  1977,  that 
the  resolving  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  purposes  for  which  the  foreign  article 
is  intended  to  be  used.  HEW  also  advises 
that  it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument 
which  provides  the  pertinent  feature  of 
the  article  which  was  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
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is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105.  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  Doc.77-32569  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 3510-25  ] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  UTAH  MEDICAL  CENTER 

Decision  on  Application  For  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (15 
CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
this  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Office  of  Import  Programs.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington.  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  77-00257.  Applicant: 
University  of  Utah  Medical  Center,  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Utah,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84132.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM-1  OOS  with  sheet  film  and 
35  mm  roll  film  cameras,  and  acces¬ 
sories.  Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  to  examine  several 
type  of  biological  specimens  including: 

(a)  Negatively  stained  viruses — a  so¬ 
lution  of  viruses  is  dried  onto  a  carbon 
coated  grid  with  uranyl  acetate  to  give 
sufficient  contrast. 

(b)  Thin  sections  of  virus  infected 
cells — infected  cells  are  fixed,  dehy¬ 
drated.  embedded  in  plastic  and  thin 
sectioned,  and  stained  with  osmium  te- 
troxide,  and 

<c)  Platinum  shadowed  RNA  and  DNA 
molecules — nucleic  acid  molecules  of 
formvar  coated  grids  are  platinum 
shadowed. 

Experiments  will  be  designed  to  deter¬ 
mine  (a)  the  structure  of  bacteriophage 
P22  and  its  precursors,  (b)  the  structure 
of  vesicular  stomititis  virus  and  its  pre¬ 
cursors,  (c)  the  structure  of  the  single 
stranded  RNA  genome  of  Sendai  virus, 
and  (d)  the  structure  of  the  portion  of 
the  genome  which  codes  for  synthesis  of 
5S  ribosomal  RNA  in  higher  organisms. 
In  addition,  the  article  will  be  used 
routinely  as  an  educational  tool  for  post¬ 
doctoral  and  graduate  students  from  the 
Department  of  Microbiology. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approvetl.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  provides  distortion  free  micrographs 
over  a  magnification  range  of  lOOx  to 


200,000x  without  breaking  the  vacuum 
for  a  pole-piece  change.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  September  12,  1977  that  the  ar¬ 
ticle’s  full  magnificant  range  is  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  applicant’s  purposes.  HEW 
also  advises  that  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  which  provides  the  pertinent 
features  of  the  article. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

|FR  Doc.77-32605  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[3510-24] 

Economic  Development  Administration 
DANA-MARIE  FASHIONS,  INC. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility 
to  Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

A  petition  by  Dana-Marie  Fashions, 
Inc.,  463  Grand  Street,  Paterson,  New 
Jersey  07505,  a  producer  of  coats  and 
jackets  for  men  and  women,  was  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  on  November  3,  1977, 
pursuant  to  Section  251  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618)  and  Section 
315.23  of  the  Adjustment  Assistance  Reg¬ 
ulations  for  Firms  and  Communities  (13 
CFR  Part  315).  Consequently,  the  United 
States  Department  of  Commerce  has 
initiated  an  investigation  to  determine 
whether  increased  imports  into  the 
United  States  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  those  produced  by  the 
firm  contributed  importantly  to  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  firm’s  workers, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in 
sales  or  production  of  the  petitioning 
firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  proceedings  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request  for  a 
hearing  must  be  received  by  the  Chief, 
Trade  Act  Certification  Division,  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close  of 
business  of  the  tenth  calendar  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  publication  of  this  notice. 

Jack  W.  Osburn,  Jr., 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Support. 

|FR  Doc.77-32639  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 3510-24 ] 

MILLER  SHOE  COMPANY,  INC. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

A  petition  by  Miller  Shoe  Company, 
Inc.,  4015  Cherry  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45223,  a  producer  of  footwear  for 
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women,  was  accepted  for  filing  on  No¬ 
vember  3,  1977,  pursuant  to  Section  251 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.'  93-618) 
and  Section  315.23  of  the  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance  Regulations  for  Firms  and  Com¬ 
munities  (13  CPR  Part  315).  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  United  States  Department 
of  Commerce  has  initiated  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  determine  whether  increased  im¬ 
ports  into  the  United  States  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  those 
produced  by  the  firm  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
firm’s  workers,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  a  decrease  in  sales  or  production  of 
the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  must  be  received  by  the 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division, 
Economic  Development  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close 
of  business  of  the  tenth  calendar  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  publication  of  this  notice. 

Jack  W.  Osborn,  Jr., 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Support. 

{FR  Doc.77-32640  Piled  11-9-77; 8; 46  am] 


[3510-03] 

Maritime  Administration 
[Docket  No.  S-5811 
JUNIPER  TANKERS,  INC. 

Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Juniper 
Tankers,  Inc.,  313  Chestnut  Street,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.  19106,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  dated  October  24,  1977,  with  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  (the  Board) 
pursuant  to  Title  VI  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended  (the  Act), 
for  an  operating-differential  subsidy 
contract,  to  expire  December  31,  1977, 
unless  extended,  to  operate  the  SS  Tulla- 
homa,  25,145  deadweight  tons,  in  the  car¬ 
riage  of  bulk  raw  and  processed  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  in  the  foreign  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  (U.S.)  from 
ports  in  the  U.S.  to  ports  in  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  (U.S.S.R.).  or 
other  permissible  ports  of  discharge.  Dry 
and  liquid  bulk  cargoes  may  be  carried 
from  the  U.S.S.R.  and  other  foreign  ix>rts 
inbound  to  U.S.  ports  during  voyages 
subsidized  for  carriage  of  export  bulk 
raw  and  processed  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  to  the  U.S.S.R.,  or  other  permis¬ 
sible  ports  of  discharge. 

Full  details  concerning  the  U.S.- 
U.S.S.R.  export  bulk  raw  and  processed 
agricultural  commodities  subsidy  pro¬ 
gram,  including  terms,  conditions  and 
Restrictions  upon  both  the  subsidized 
operators  and  vessels,  appear  in  Title  46 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
294. 

For  purposes  of  section  605(c)  of  the 
Act,  it  should  be  assumed  that  should 
the  Board  grant  the  requested  approval, 
the  vessel  named  above  will  engage  in  the 
decribed  trade,  on  a  full-time  basis,  dur¬ 
ing  the  indicated  time  period.  Under 


such  approval,  each  voyage  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  for  subsidy  assistance  prior  to 
its  commencement,  and  the  Board  will 
act  on  such  request (s)  as  an  administra¬ 
tive  matter  for  which  there  is  no  require¬ 
ment  for  further  section  605(c)  no¬ 
tice  (s). 

Any  person  having  an  interest  in  the 
granting  of  the  application  and  who 
would  contest  a  finding  by  the  Board 
that  the  service  now  provided  by  vessels 
of  U.S.  registry  for  the  carriage  of  cargoes 
previously  specified  is  inadequate,  must 
on  or  before  November  18,  1977,  notify 
the  Board’s  Secretary,  in  writing,  of  his 
interest  and  of  his  position,  and  file  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Board’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (46  cm  201).  Each  such 
statement  of  interest  and  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  shall  state  whether  a  hearing  is 
requested  under  section  605(c)  of  the  Act 
and,  with  as  much  specificity  as  possible, 
the  facts  that  the  intervenor  would  un¬ 
dertake  to  prove  at  such  hearing. 

In  the  event  a  hearing  under  section 
605(c)  of  the  Act  is  ordered  to  be  held 
with  respect  to  the  subject  application, 
the  purpose  of  such  hearing  will  be  to 
receive  evidence  relevant  tod)  whether 
the  application  herein  described,  with 
respect  to  the  vessel  to  be  operated  in 
an  essential  service  and  served  by  citizens 
of  the  U.S.,  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
existing  service  or  services,  and  if  so, 
whether  the  service  already  provided  by 
vessels  of  U.S.  registry  is  inadequate,  and 
(2)  whether  in  the  accomplishment  of 
the  purposes  and  policy  of  the  Act  addi¬ 
tional  vessels  should  be  operated  thereon. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Board  de¬ 
termines  that  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  filed  within  the  specified  time  do 
not  demonstrate  sufficient  interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Board  will  take 
such  actions  as  may  be  deemed  appro¬ 
priate. 

( Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.504  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidy  (ODS).) 

Dated:  November  4,  1977. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc .77-32528  Filed  ll-9-77;8;45  ami 


[3510-12] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

MID-ATLANTIC  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statements /Fishery  Management  Plans 
for  the  Atlantic  Mackerel  Fishery  and  the 
Squid  Fishery  of  the  Northwestern  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean;  and  Notice  of  Public  Hear¬ 
ings 

The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  announces  the  availability 
for  public  review  and  comment  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statements/fish¬ 
ery  management  plans  (DEIS/FMP’s) 
for  the  Atlantic  Mackerel  Fishery  and 
the  Squid  Fishery  of  the  Northwestern 


Atlantic  Ocean.  The  DEIS/FMP’s  were 
prepared  by  the  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council  in  consultation 
with  the  New  England  and  South  Atlan¬ 
tic  Fishery  Management  Councils  and 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
The  DEIS/FMP’s  were  prepared  under 
the  authority  of  the  Fishery  Conserva¬ 
tion  and  Management  Act  (Pub.  L.  94- 
265)  and  pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

The  DEIS/FMP’s  contain  proposals  to 
manage  the  Atlantic  mackerel  and  squid 
fisheries  for  optimum  yield  including 
proposed  regulatory  measures  applicable 
to  domestic  and  foreign  fishing.  These 
plans,  when  approved  and  implemented 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  will  re¬ 
place  preliminary  fishery  management 
plans  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce.  Preliminary  fishery  management 
plans  were  published  on  February  16, 
1977,  which  proposed  conservation  and 
management  measures  applicable  to  for¬ 
eign  fishing  for  Atlantic  mackerel  (42 
FR  9551)  and  squid  (42  FR  9595). 

The  DEIS/FMP  for  squid  covers  two 
genera,  Illex  and  Loligo,  and  seeks  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  following  objectives:  (1) 
achieve  and  maintain  optimal  stocks  for 
future  recruitment:  (2)  prevent  destruc¬ 
tive  exploitation  of  squid  species;  (3) 
control  fishing  practices  to  minimize 
capture  of  non-target  species;  (4) 
encourage  efficiency  in  harvesting  and 
use;  (5)  maintain  adequate  food  supply 
for  predators;  (6)  minimize  user  con¬ 
flicts:  (7)  improve  understanding  of 
stock  conditions;  and  (8)  encourage  in¬ 
creased  American  participation  in  the 
squid  fishery. 

Optimum  yield  for  Illex  and  Loligo 
squid  in  1978  from  the  U.S.  fishery  con¬ 
servation  zone  is  proposed  as  30,000 
metric  tons  and  44,000  metric  tons,  re¬ 
spectively.  Of  this  yield,  10,000  metric 
tons  of  Illex  and  14,000  metric  tons  of 
Loligo  is  proposed  to  be  reserved  for  the 
U.S.  fishermen  and  the  remainder,  20,- 
000  metric  tons  of  Illex  and  30,000 
metric  tons  of  Loligo,  is  proposed  for 
allocation  to  foreign  nations.  Squid  is  a 
resource  underutilized  by  the  United 
States  and  the  share  of  optimum  yield 
proposed  for  U.S.  fishermen  in  1978  ex¬ 
ceeds  previous  levels  of  production. 

Regulatory  measures  proposed  in  the 
DEIS/FMP  include  licensing  of  foreign 
and  domestic  vessels,  and  transporters 
and  processors  of  squid  for  sale,  and 
periodic  reporting  of  all  squid  trans¬ 
actions.  In  addition,  area,  time  and  gear 
restrictions  along  with  observer  provi¬ 
sions  are  recommended  to  further  con¬ 
trol  foreign  fishing  activities.  Fee  and 
bycatch  restrictions  applying  to  foreign 
nations  are  also  incorporated. 

The  DEIS/FMP  for  Atlantic  mackerel 
seeks  to  accomplish  the  following  ob¬ 
jectives:  (1)  Provide  opportunity  for 
increased  recreational  and  commercial 
catch;  (2)  maximize  the  contribution  of 
recreational  fishing  for  Atlantic  mack¬ 
erel  to  the  national  economy;  (3)  main¬ 
tain  spawning  stock  size  above  the  point 
where  optimum  sustained  yield  of  the 
fishery  is  assured;  (4)  maximize  yield  per 
recruit  in  the  commercial  fishery;  and 
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(5)  minimize  costs  to  taxpayers  of  de¬ 
velopment,  research,  management,  and 
enforcement  in  achieving  plan  objec¬ 
tives.  Optimum  yield  for  Atlantic  mack¬ 
erel  in  1978  from  the  fishery  conserva¬ 
tion  zone  is  proposed  as  9,700  metric  tons. 
Of  this  yield,  5,000  metric  tons  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  reserved  for  U.S.  commercial 
interests  and  3,500  metric  tons  for  U.S. 
recreation  interests.  This  proposed  ceil¬ 
ing  on  U.S.  harvest  is  tentative  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  reallocation  between  user  groups 
as  needed  throughout  the  year  .  The 
proposed  U.S.  harvest  has  also  taken  into 
consideration  those  Atlantic  mackerel 
likely  to  be  caught  in  U.S.  territorial 
waters.  The  States  are  encouraged  to 
adopt  compatible  measures.  The  DEIS/ 
FMP  suggests  that  area  trade-offs  of 
catch  be  pursued  during  the  year  so  as 
not  to  exceed  optimum  yield  for  the  entire 
stock.  In  addition  to  the  recommended 
U.S.  production.  1,200  metric  tons  of  At¬ 
lantic  mackerel  are  proposed  for  foreign 
nations  as  incidental  bycatch  while  pur¬ 
suing  allowable  directed  fisheries  such  as 
squid,  hake  and  other  finfish.  Regulatory 
measures  proposed  in  the  DEIS/FMP  in¬ 
clude  licensing  of  domestic  commercial 
vessels  and  recreational  vessels  for  hire 
and  periodic  reporting  of  catch,  fishing 
activity,  and  transactions  in  each  fishery. 
A  10  inch  size  limit,  with  allowance  for 
possession  of  imdersized  fish,  is  also  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  U.S.  commercial  fishery. 
Bycatch  of  Atlantic  mackerel  by  foreign 
nations  should  be  in  accordance  with 
the  regulations  applying  to  the  directed 
fishery  in  which  the  bycatch  occurs.  It 
is  proposed  that  at  such  time  as  foreign 
nations  reach  allowed  bycatch  of  At¬ 
lantic  mackerel  their  fishing  operations 
in  the  U.S.  fishery  conservation  zone 
shall  be  terminated. 

The  DElS/FMP’s  may  be  obtained 
from; 

Mr.  John  C.  Bryston,  Executive  Director, 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Coun¬ 
cil,  Room  2115,  Federal  Building,  Dover, 

Del.  19901. 

Copies  may  also  be  viewed  at  the  site 
of  public  hearings  and  at  other  locations 
on  the  East  Coast.  Locations  where 
DEIS/FMP’s  can  be  viewed  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  above  address. 

Individuals  or  organizations  wishing  to 
comment  on  either  DEIS/FMP,  or  both, 
may  submit  written  comments  to  the 
above  address  on  or  before  December  27, 
1977.  Opportunity  for  public  comment 
is  also  being  provided  at  the  public  hear¬ 
ings  listed  below.  Individuals  or  organi¬ 
zations  wanting  to  comment  on  the 
DEIS/FMP’s  at  the  public  hearing  may 
do  so  by  signing  the  speaker’s  roster 
which  will  be  available  at  the  hearing 
site.  Statements  orally  presented  at  the 
hearings  should  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Hearing  Examiner  at  the 
hearing. 

The  New  England  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  holds  its  public  hear¬ 
ings  as  follows: 

December  1,  Dutch  Inn,  Great  Island  Road, 

Galilee,  R.I.  02882. 

December  2,  Holiday  Inn  West.  81  Riverside 

Street,  Portland,  Maine  04103. 


December  5,  Lecture  Hall  A.  Science  Build¬ 
ing,  Cape  Cod  Community  College,  West 
Barnstable,  Mass.  02668. 

December  6.  Gloucester  House  Restaurant, 
Seven  Seas  Whart,  Gloucester,  Mass.  01930. 

The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  hold  its  public  hear¬ 
ings  as  follows; 

December  7,  Omni  International  Hotel,  777 
Waterfront  Drive,  Norfolk,  Va.  23510. 
December  8,  Sheraton  Fountainebleau  Hotel. 
10100  Ocean  Highway,  Ocean  City,  Md. 
21842. 

December  9,  Cape  May  Court  House.  Cape 
May,  N.J.  08204. 

December  12,  Cooperative  Extension  Building, 
246  Grilling  Avenue,  Rlverhead,  N.Y.  11901. 
December  14,  Molly  Pitcher  Inn,  88  Riverside 
Avenue,  Red  Bank,  N.J.  07701. 

The  South  Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  hold  its  public  hear¬ 
ing  as  follows: 

December  6,  North  Carolina  Marine  Resources 
Center,  Manteo,  N.C.  27954. 

All  of  the  public  hearings  mentioned 
above  will  convene  promptly  at  7:00  p.m. 
and  adjourn  at  10:00  p.m.  Hearings  will 
be  tape  recorded  and  the  tapes  filed  as 
an  official  formal  transcript  of  proceed¬ 
ings.  Summary  minutes  will  be  prepared 
on  each  hearing  and  appended,  along 
with  written  comments  received,  to  the 
final  environmental  impact  statements/ 
fishery  management  plans  issued  on  the 
Atlantic  Mackerel  Fishery  and  the  Squid 
Fishery  of  the  Northwestern  Atlantic 
Ocean. 

This  notice  is  being  published  at  the 
request  of  and  in  cooperation  with  the 
New  England,  Mid-Atlantic  and  South 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Councils. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director.  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
|PR  Doc.77-32641  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[3510-12] 

NORTH  PACIFIC  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL  AND  SCIENTIFIC  AND  STATIS¬ 
TICAL  COMMITTEE  AND  ADVISORY 
PANEL 

Public  Meeting  With  Partially  Closed 
Session 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C..  Appendix  I,  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  a  joint  meeting  of  the  North  Pacific 
Fishery  Management  Council,  established 
by  Section  302,  and  its  Scientific  and  Sta¬ 
tistical  Committee  (SSC),  and  its  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  (AP) ,  established  by  Section 
302(g),  of  the  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94- 
265),  and  a  separate  meeting  of  the  SSC 
and  AP, 

The  SSC  and  AP  will  meet  separately 
on  November  29  and  30,  in  the  Council 
offices.  Suite  32,  333  West  4th  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Mall  Building.  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  Council  and  its  SSC  and  AP  will 
meet  jointly  on  Thursday  and  Friday, 


December  1-2, 1977,  in  the  Jury  Assembly 
Room  #401.  State  Court  Bldg.,  303  K 
Street,  Anchorage.  Alaska.  The  meeting 
will  convene  at  8:30  a.m.,  and  adjourn  at 
approximately  4:30  p.m.  The  meetings 
may  be  extended  or  shortened  depending 
upon  progress  on  the  agenda. 

Proposed  Agenda 

DECEMBER  1 

1.  Executive  Director’s  Report  and 
other  Council  administrative  business. 

2.  Reports  from  Scientific  and  Statis¬ 
tical  Committee  and  Advisory  Panel. 

3.  Progress  report  and  update  from 
Council’s  Drafting  Management  Plan¬ 
ning  Teams. 

4.  Closed  Session  to  discuss  classified 
material  on  preparations  for  and  actual 
negotiations  in  connection  with  the  In¬ 
ternational  North  Pacific  Fisheries  Com¬ 
mission  (INPFC),  and  the  International 
Pacific  Halibut  Commission  (IPHC)  and 
continuing  negotiations  with  the  Cana¬ 
dians. 

5.  Period  for  public  comment. 

6.  Review  of  foreign  fishing  activities. 

DECEMBER  2 

1.  Discussions  of  three  management 
plans:  Tanner  Crab  off  Alaska;  Gulf  of 
Alaska  Groundfish  Fishery  during  1978; 
and  "Commercial  Troll  Fisheries  off  the 
Coast  of  Alaska. 

2.  Other  Council  business. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
For  information  on  seating  arrange¬ 
ments,  changes  to  the  agenda,  and/or 
written  comments,  contact:  Mr.  Jim  H. 
Branson,  Executive  Director,  North  Pa¬ 
cific  Fishery  Management  Council,  P.O. 
Box  3136DT,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510; 
Telephone  (907)  274-4563. 

A  closed  session  of  the  Council  is 
planned  for  the  early  afternoon  of  the 
first  day.  December  1,  from  1:30  pin. 
through  3:30  p.m.  to  hear  Department  of 
State  reports  and  other  related  Council 
business  on  preparations  for  and  actual 
negotiations  in  connection  with  the  In¬ 
ternational  North  Pacific  Fisheries  Com¬ 
mission,  the  International  Pacific  Hali¬ 
but  Commission  and  continuing  negoti¬ 
ations  with  the  Canadians,  properly 
classified  under  Executive  Order  11652. 
Only  those  Council  members  and  staff 
having  security  clearances  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  attend  this  closed  session. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  <3en- 
eral  Counsel,  formally  determined, 
on  November  7,  1977  pursuant  to  Section 
10  (d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act,  that  the  agenda  items  covered 
in  the  closed  session  should  be  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  relating 
to  open  meetings  and  public  participa¬ 
tion  therein,  because  these  items  will  be 
concerned  with  matters  authorized  to  b^ 
kept  secret  in  the  interest  of  national  de¬ 
fense  and  foreign  policy  and  properly 
classified  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11652.  (A  copy  of  the  determination  is 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  in  the  Public  Reading  Room,  Cen¬ 
tral  Reference  and  Record  Inspection 
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Facility,  Room  5317,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.) 

Date:  November  3, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director.  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

I  PR  Doc.77-32642  Piled  11-9-77; 8: 45  am! 


[3510-12] 

PRE  ACT  ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
.  PRODUCTS 

Issuance  of  Certificates  of  Exemption 

On  September  20,  1977,  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  47243-47244)  that  applications  had 
been  filed  with  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  by  Ernest  K.  Gustke 
and  the  Federal  Preparedness  Agency  of 
the  General  Services  Administration  for 
Certificates  of  Exemption  to  engage  in 
certain  commercial  activities  with  re¬ 
spect  to  their  declared  inventories  of 
pre-Act  endangered  spiecies  products. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1977,  as  authorized  by  (Pub.  L.  94- 
359),  and  the  regulations  issued  there- 
imder  (50  CFR  Part  222,  Subpart  B), 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
issued  Certificates  of  Exemption  to  the 
following: 

1  Ernst  K.  Oustke,  106  N.  17th  Street  E., 
Bradenton,  Pla.  33508. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  30  engraved  whale  teeth  and 
finished  scrimshaw  produpts  to  be  made 
from  approximately  220  whale  teeth  and 
nine  pieces  of  whale  teeth. 

2.  Federal  Preparedness  Agency,  General 
Services  Administration,  18th  and  P 
Streets  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20405. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Approx¬ 
imately  19,595  pounds  of  sperm  whale 
oil. 

The  Certificates  of  Exemption  are 
available  for  review  during  normal  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  office  of  the  Enforce¬ 
ment  Division.  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20007. 

Dated:  November  4, 1977, 

Roland  F.  Smith, 

Acting  Assistant  Director 
for  Fisheries  Management. 

[FR  Doc.77-32618  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[3510-12] 

PRE-ACT  ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
PRODUCTS 

Issuance  of  Certificates  of  Exemption 

On  September  8,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
45019)  that  applications  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Leonard  F.  Porter,  Inc.,  Heinz 
Lange,  Scott  Krieger,  Leo  E.  Begin,  Mar¬ 
tin  David  Dubin,  and  Werner  G.  Smith, 
Inc.,  for  Certificates  of  Exemption  to 
engage  in  certain  commercial  activities 
with  respect  to  their  declared  inventories 
of  pre-Act  endangered  species  products. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Octo¬ 
ber  27,  1977,  as  authorized  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended  (Pub.  L.  94-359), 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder 
(50  CFR  Part  222,  Subpart  B),  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued 
Certificates  of  Exemption  to  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

1.  Leonard  P.  Porter,  Inc.,  600  Prefontalne 

Building.  Third  &  Tesler  Street.  Seattle, 

Wash.  98104. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  to  be  made  from 
approximately  2,000  pounds  of  sperm 
whale  teeth  and  2,800  pounds  of  whale 
tooth  pieces  and  scrap, 

2.  Heinz  Lange,  d.b.a.  Northwest  Arts  & 

Crafts.  2408  Seventh  Avenue  West,  Seattle, 

Wash.  98119. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  to  be  made  from 
approximately  3,250  pounds  of  sperm 
whale  teeth,  575  pounds  of  sperm  whale 
tooth  pieces  and  scrap,  842  pounds  of 
whale  bone  and  220  pounds  of  baleen. 

3.  Scott  Krieger,  29  Fairway  East,  Sayvllle, 

N.Y.  11782. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  to  be  made  from 
approximately  310  sperm  whale  teeth  120 
pounds  of  sperm  whale  pan  bone  and 
5  pieces  of  baleen. 

4.  Leo  E.  Begin,  d.ba.  Olde  Windjammer, 

Little  Clear  Pond,  Plymouth,  Mass. 

02360. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  seven  whale  bone  carvings 
and  finished  scrimshaw  products  to  be 
made  from  approximately  30  large  whale 
teeth,  an  additional  20  piounds  of  whale 
teeth  and  30  pounds  of  whale  teeth  pieces 
and -scrap. 

5.  Martin  David  Dubin,  239  Park  Avenue, 

Highland  Park.  lU.  60035. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  106  etched  whale  teeth  and 
13  items  carved  from  whale  teeth,  and 
finished  scrimshaw  products  to  be  made 
from  approximately  80  whale  teeth,  654 
individual  pieces  of  whale  teeth,  one  half 
of  the  jaw  bone  of  a  sperm  whale  and 
20  pieces  of  whale  bone. 

6.  Werner  G.  Smith,  Inc.,  1730  Train  Avenue, 

Cleveland,  Ohio  44113. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Approxi¬ 
mately  8,282  pounds  methylated  sperm 
whale  oil  and  20,460  pounds  of  hydro¬ 
genated  sperm  whale  oil.  The  Certificates 
of  Exemption  are  available  for  review 
during  normal  business  hours  in  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Enforcement  Division, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20007. 

Dated:  November  11,  1977. 

Roland  F.  Smith, 
Acting  Assistant  Director 
for  Fisheries  Management. 

[FR  Doc.77-32619  Piled  11-7-77:8:45  am] 


[3510-12] 

PRE-ACT  ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
PRODUCTS 

Issuance  of  Certificates  of  Exemption 

On  October  4,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
53987-53988)  that  applications  had  been 
filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  by  Stephen  Barlow,  Barry  T. 
O’Neil,  Gerald  J.  Shorrock,  G  &  W  Lab¬ 
oratories.  Inc.,  and  C?ape  Cod  Scrim¬ 
shaw,  Inc.,  for  Certificates  of  Exemption 
to  engage  in  certain  commercial  activi¬ 
ties  with  respect  to  their  declared  inven¬ 
tories  of  pre-Act  endangered  species 
products. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1977,  as  authorized  by  the  pro- 
visiorts  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  (Pub.  L.  94-359), 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder 
(50  CFR  Part  222,  Subpart  B),  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  issued 
Certificates  of  Exemption  to  the  follow¬ 
ing; 

1.  Stephen  Barlow,  283  Brook  Street.  Provi¬ 

dence.  R.I.  02906. 

Parts  or  product^  exempted.  Two  fin¬ 
ished  scrimshaw  carvings  from  sperm 
whale  bone  and  finished  scrimshaw  prod¬ 
ucts  to  be  made  from  a  supply  of  89 
sperm  whale  teeth,  spierm  whale  teeth 
cross-cuts  and  17  pounds  of  whale  bone. 

2.  Barry  T.  O'Neil,  d/b/a  Tlie  Scrimshaw 

Shc^pe,  98  Lawson  Road,  Scituate,  Mass 

02066. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  to  be  made  from 
approximately  92  whale  teeth. 

3.  Gerald  J.  Shorrock,  2222  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 

vard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90064. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  47  etched  whale  teeth,  10 
carved  whale  teeth,  7  carved  or  etched 
whale  teeth  pieces,  93  carved  whale  bone 
pieces,  2  items  made  from  carved  baleen 
and  one  carved  section  of  sperm  whale 
jaw  bone  containing  6  teeth. 

4.  G  &  W  Laboratories,  20  Markley  Street. 

Port  Reading,  NJ.  07064. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Approxi¬ 
mately  170.5  pounds  of  spermaceti. 

5.  Cape  Cod  Scrimshaw.  Inc.,  198  Longview 

Drive,  Centerville,  Mass.  02632. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  237  jewelry  items,  6  etched 
whale  teeth.  Finished  scrimshaw  prod¬ 
ucts  to  be  made  from  approximately  33 
whale  teeth,  138  pieces  cut  from  whale 
teeth,  an  additional  302.25  pounds  of 
whale  teeth.  Ill  pounds  of  whale  tooth 
scrap  and  one  sperm  whale  jaw  bone. 

The  Certificates  of  Exemption  are 
available  for  review  during  normal  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  office  of  the  Enforce¬ 
ment  Division  National  Marine  Fisheries 
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Service,  3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20007. 

Dated;  November  11, 1977. 

Roland  F.  Smith, 

Acting  Assistant  Director 
jor  Fisheries  Management. 

[FR  Doc.77-32620  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[3510-12] 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
ZOOLOGICAL  SOCIETY  OF  LONDON 

Issuance  of  Permit  To  Take  A  Marine 
Mammal 

On  September  28,  1977,  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  49836)  that  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  by  the  Zoological  Society  of  Lon¬ 
don,  Whipsnade  Park,  Whipsnade,  Eng¬ 
land,  for  a  permit  to  take  one  (1)  Atlan¬ 
tic  bottlenosed  dolphin  (Tursiops  trun- 
catus)  for  public  display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  No¬ 
vember  3,  1977,  and  as  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361- 
1407),  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  issued  a  Permit  for  the  above 
taking  to  the  Zoological  Society  of  Lon¬ 
don,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  Permit  is  available  for 
review  in  the  follow'ing  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. ;  and 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southeast  Region, 
Duval  Building,  9550  Gandy  Boulevard, 
St.  Petersburg,  Fla.  33702. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

November  3,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-32617  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[4310-09] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Office  of  the  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Resource  Applications 

CENTRAL  VALLEY  PROJECT  POWER  RATES 

Notice  of  Rescheduling  Public  Comment 
Forum;  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Writ¬ 
ten  Comments 

On  September  13,  1977,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  issued  a  press  re¬ 
lease  announcing  that  it  w-as  consider¬ 
ing  a  tentative  power  rate  increase  for 
the  Centr^il  Valley  Project  in  California 
and  that  public  forums  would  be  held 
and  comments  would  be  received  thereon 
in  accordance  with  the  “Procedures  for 
Public  Participation  in  General  Adjust¬ 
ments  in  Power  Rates”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  15,  1975  (40 
FR  34431), 

On  September  16,  1977,  a  notice  of 
these  rate  proceedings  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  46619). 
That  notice  and  the  press  release  an¬ 


nounced  that  a  public  comment  forum 
would  be  held  on  November  17,  1977. 
However,  customer  representatives  have 
asked  that  the  public  comment  forum  be 
delayed  to  allow  more  time  for  the  re¬ 
view  of  relevant  data  and  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  oral  and  written  comments. 

In  response  to  these  requests,  the  pub¬ 
lic  comment  forum  will  be  rescheduled  to 
November  30  and  December  1,  1977.  It 
will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  each  morning  and 
will  be  held  at: 

The  Ambassador  Motel,  2030  Arden  Way.  Sac¬ 
ramento,  Calif. 

The  published  procedures  provide  that 
the  period  for  filing  written  comments 
will  extend  until  90  days  after  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  initial  press  release  or  15 
days  after  the  public  comment  forum, 
whichever  is  later.  Accordingly,  the  com¬ 
ment  period  is  extended  from  December 
12  to  December  16, 1977.  Persons  submit¬ 
ting  written  comments  are  requested  to 
supply  six  copies  and  to  mail  or  deliver, 
on  or  before  December  16,  1977,  three 
copies  to; 

Acting  Area  Manager,  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  Calif. 
95825. 

and  three  copies  to: 

Acting  Administrator,  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
Room  7612,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Dated;  November  4, 1977. 

Thomas  Noel, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary, 
Resource  Applications. 
[FR  Doc.77-32531  FUed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[ 6740-02  ] 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

ARCADE  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  AND 
J.  ARON  &  COMPANY,  INC. 

(Docket  Nos.  CS72-143  et  al.] 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer" 
Certificates  ^ 

November  2,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.40  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder  for  a  “small  pro¬ 
ducer”  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  applications  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  25,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  pro¬ 
tests  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 

■*  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  cov¬ 
ered  herein. 


of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  grant  of  the  certificates  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  Date  filed  Applicant 


CS72-143  Oct.  3,1977  Arcade  Enterprises,  Inc., 
and'  J.  Aron  &  Co., 
Inc.;  Vinson  &  Elkins, 
2600  First  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Ilouston, 
Tex.  77002. 

CS72-n91  July  13,1977  RanoiX)lis  Gas  Co.,  Inc.* 
1101  17th  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036. 

CS76-235  June  20,1977  Norcen  Petroleum  Inc.,* 

Norcen  Tower,  716  5th 
Ave.  8W.,  Calgary,  .41- 
l)erta  T2P  2X7. 

CS77-784  Oct.  3,1977  David  A.  Freshwater,' 

P.O.  Box  431,  Spencer, 
W.Va.  26276. 

CS77-855  _ do _ Mercer  Corp.,*  Vinson  and 

Elkins,  2500  First  City 
National  Bank  Bldg., 
Ilouston,  Tex.  77002. 

CS78-1  . do .  Karfam  Co.,  1131  Ocean 

Ave.,  Santa  .Monica, 
Calif.  '10403. 

CS78-2  do . Tiger  Oil  International, 

Inc.,  22tX)  First  National 
Bank,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

C678-3  do . .  Zia  Pipeline,  Inc.,  P.O. 

Box  160,  Roswell,  N. 
Mex.  88201. 

CS78-4  do .  Kenneth  A.  Ross,  Jr., 

d.b.a.  Ken  Ross  and  Co., 
1131  Ocean  Ave.,  Santa 
Monica,  Calif.  904fi3. 

CS78-5  do . .  R.  L.  A  T.  C.  I.osure 

d.b.a.  I.<osure  Petroleum 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  1181, 
Borger,  Tex.  79007. 

CS78-6  do .  RAF  Oil  Co.,  1200  Liberty 

Tower,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

CS78-7  Oct.  4,1977  Sinclair  Oil  Corp.,  P.O. 

Box  510,  Evansville, 
Wyo.  82636. 

CS78-8  do . W.  M.  Keck,  II,  1504  First 

City  East,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002. 

CS78-9  Oct.  5,1977  West  Virginia  Energy  As¬ 

sociates  1977  L.P.,'  1619 
New  Hampshire  Ave. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20009. 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Docket  No.  Date  filed  Applicant 


CS78-10 

. do . 

CS78-11 

. do . 

CS78-12 

. do . 

CS78-13 

. do . 

CS78-14 

. do . 

CS78-I5 

. do . 

CS78-16 

Oi  t.  6,  1977 

C.S78-17 

. do . 

CS78-I8 

Oct.  11, 1977 

CS78-19 

. do . 

CS78-20 

. do . 

CS78-21 

. do . 

C878-'22 

. do . 

CS78-23 

. do . 

Ca78-24 

. do . 

CS78-25 

Oct.  12,197R 

C.S7S-26 

Oct.  14,1977 

CS78-27 

Oct.  11,1977 

CS78-28 

Oct.  14,1977 

CS78-2'» 

. do . 

CS78-30 

Oct.  17,1977 

CS78-31 

. do . . 

CS78-32 

. do . 

CS78-33 

. do . 

CS78-34 

. do . 

CS78-35 

. do . 

CS78-36 

. do . 

CS76-37 

. do . 

0878-38 

. do . 

Footnotes  at  end  of 


.  Industrial  Oas  Associates 
'it,  1819  New  Hampshire 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20009. 

Pennsylvania  Gas  Associ¬ 
ates  ‘78, 1619  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Ave.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20009. 

Ritchie  Energy  Associates, 
1019  New  Uamp.shire 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20009. 

E.  Ralph  Daniel,  1100 
Milam  Bldg.,  Suite  1715, 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

Frailer  M.  Stewart,  an  in¬ 
dividual;  and,  Natural 
Resource  Consultants, 
an  individually  owned 
proprietorship;  14  Yew 
St.,  Norwalk,  Conn. 
06850. 

John  W.  Pttrsley,  Route  3, 
Box  74,  Jacksboro,  Tex. 
76056. 

Chaparral  Resotirces,  Inc., 
444  17th  St.,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202, 

Monument  Energy  Corp., 
2200  Phillower  Bldg., 
Tulsa,  Okla  74103. 

Wachtman-Schroeder,  P.O. 
Box  1138,  Pawhuska, 
Okla.  74056. 

Earth  Scientists,  Ltd,, 
806— A  Hickman  St., 
Cotleyville,  Kans.  67337. 

Harold  M.  Root,  Box  73C, 
Sedan,  Kans.  67361. 

Melvin  Hambright,  Red 
Eagle  Rotite,  I’awhuska, 
Okla.  74056. 

Dean  Boulanger  and  C.  C. 
Boulanger,  317  North 
Chautauqua,  Sedan, 
Kans.  67301. 

Divide  Petroleum  Co., 
Box  1055,  Pawhuska, 
Okla.  74a56. 

White  Star  Exploration, 
117  Wayne  St.,  Man¬ 
chester,  Ky.  40962. 

Zenith  Energy  Corp.,  2010 
Republic  Bank  Bldg., 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 

Energy  Investments,  Inc., 
5330  East  31st  St.,  No.  402 
Tulsa,  Okla.  741M. 

Henry  Goodrich  d.b.a. 
Goodrich  Oil,  Post  Office 
Drawer  B.,  Shreveport, 
La.  71161. 

8.E.  Duerr,  Jr.,  805  The 

600  Bldg.,  Corpus  Christ  i 
Tex.  78473. 

SED,  Inc.,  805  The  600 
Bldg.,  Corpus  Christi, 
Tex.  78473. 

Zach  K.  Brinkerhuff,  Jr.,t 

601  Denver  Club  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

.  Brinkerhoft  Enterprises, 
Ltd.,*  601  Denver  Club 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

RWB  Oil  Corp.*  601  Denver 
Club  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202. 

M.  H.  Brlnkerhofl,*  60l 
Denver  Club  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

.  William  C.  Bednar,  1228 
Republic  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 

Petrotei  Management  Co., 
523  Petroleum  Tower, 
Corpus  Christi,  Tex. 
78474. 

.  Charles  R.  Barr,  1421 
First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80293. 

.  Kahn  and  Kramer.  3717 
Republic  National  Bank 
Tower,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75201. 

.  Betsy  Thomas  Trust 
U/W/O  Joe  N.  Champlin. 
Joanna  C.  Nave,  Trustee 
700  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  3488, 
Enid,  Okla.  73701 

tpble. 


Docket  No. 

Date  filed 

Applicant 

CS78-39 

. do . 

Victor  Hale,  308  South  3d 
Ave.,  Prestonsburg,  Ky. 
41653.  ' 

C878-40 

Oct.  19,1977 

McNaughton  Gas  and  Oil 
Co.,  827  Santa  Paula 
Way,  Davis,  Calif.  95616. 

C 878-41 

. do . 

Jerry  8.  Denman,  1313 
Southwest  Tower,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77002. 

CS78-42 

Oct.  20,1977 

Gilmer  County  Oil  and 
Gas  Joint  Venture,  400 
Broad  Creek  Dr.,  Oxon 
Hill,  Md.  20022. 

CS73-43 

. do . 

N.  R.  Leatherwood,  Jr., 
12123  Rhett,  Houston, 
Tex.  77024. 

CS78-44 

Oct.  25,1977 

Bert  M.  Gamble,  1717  St. 
James  PI.,  Suite  300, 
Houston,  ’Tex.  77056. 

CS78-45 

. do . 

James  D.  Austin,  1375 
Audubon  PI.,  Beau¬ 
mont,  Tex.  77706. 

C878-lfl 

. do . 

Donna  French,  Rt.  2,  Box 
126,  Winnfield,  La.  71983. 

C  876-47 

. do . 

James  H.  French,  Rt.  2, 
Box  126,  Winnlleld,  La. 
71983. 

CS78-48 

_ do . . 

Larry  E .  Marland,  1717  St . 
Janies  Pl_^  Suite  300, 
Houston,  'Tex.  77056. 

CS78-49 

. do . 

Stephen  E.  Collins,  2620 
Republic  National  Bank 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex. 

75201. 

CS78-50  . do . Sam  H.  Allen,  2620  Repub¬ 

lic  National  Bank  Tow¬ 
er,  Dallas,  Tex.  73201. 

CS78-51  Oct.  21, 1977  Corierra  Corp.,  333  North 
Michigan  Ave.,  No.  905, 
Chicago,  III.  6<J601. 

CS78-52  Oct.  25,1977  Geotek  Holding  Co  ,  Inc., 
350  Sansome  St.,  Suite 
740,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94101. 

CS7S-53  . do .  RAG  Drilling  Co.,  Walsh 

Engineering  and  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  254, 
Farmington,  N.  Mex. 
87401. 

CS78-5'1  . do . Janies  R.  Biddick,  306 

Philtower  Building,  Tul¬ 
sa,  Okla.  74103. 

CS72-419  Aug,  11,1977  AMAX  Petroleum  Corp.,* 
900  Town  And  Country 
Lane,  Suite  400,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77024. 


>  Being  noticed  to  reflect  both  the  names  of  Arcade 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  and  of  J.  Aron  and  Co.,  Inc. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflect  the  termination  of  “Small 
Producer  Certifleate"  CS72-1191,  issued  to  Kanopolis  on 
Sept.  5, 1972,  by  action  of  the  District  Court  of  Ellsworth 
Cotinty,  Kans.,  Case  No.  6124,  in  wliich  Kanopoiis  was 
declared  insolvent  and  the  company  was  dissolved. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflect  name  change  effective  as  of 
May  27,  1977,  CIOOL  Petroleum  Inc.,  as  evidenced  by 
filing  of  Certificate  of  Amendment  of  Certifleate  of 
Incorporation  (State  of  Delaware),  to  Norcen  Petroleum 
Inc. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflect  that  original  applicant’s  name 
of  L.  Robinson  Lease,  be  changed  to  David  A.  Fresh¬ 
water. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflect  that  the  name  of  Mercer  Corp. 
be  c  bulged  to  Mercer  Corp. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflect  that  the  properties  were 
acquired  effective  July  1,  1977. 

*  Being  noticed  to  reflet-t  additional  sales  of  acreage  for 
Sun  Oil  Co.’s  interest  in  the  Fred  Stephenson  No.  1  well, 
located  in  Section  i»-T17N-Rl8W,  Dewey  County, 
Okla. 

{FR  Doc .77-32473  Filed  11-9-77; 8  45  am) 


[  6740-02  3 

(Docket  Nos.  0-3108,  et  al.) 

EXXON  CORPORATION,  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Certificates,  Abandonment 
of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend  Cer¬ 
tificates  ^ 

November  1,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica- 


*Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein.. 


tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  Section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  as  described  herein, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  applications  and  amendments  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  November  11,  1977,  file  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulator  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10).  AU  protests  filed 
w'ith  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  paities  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  all  applications  in  which  no 
petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  believes 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  Where  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  miless  otherwise  advLsed,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
lo  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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NOTICES 


Docket  No. 

Price  per 

Pres¬ 

and 

date  filed 

Applicant 

.  Purchaser  and  location  - 

1,000  ft« 

sure 

base 

G-3108 . 

C  9-6-77 

G-3620 . 

D  7-22-77 


G-4282 . 

C  lO-n-77 

G-5025 . 

G-5659 
D  6-27-77 

G-5236 . 

C  9-13-77 

G-7004 . 

D  10-20-77 

G-7241 . 

C  8-23-77 


G-9947 . 

C  8-9-77 

G-9991 . 

D  7-25-77 

G-11766 . 

D  10-25-77 

G-11861 . 

C  8-22-77 

G-11989J _ 

D  8-11-77 

G-12012 . 

D  10-11-77 

G-12548 . 

D  8-16-77 

G-12656 . 

D  7-13-77 

G-13291 . 

D  10-25-77 

G-14143 . 

D  8-30-77 

G-14475 . 

C  8-8-77 

G-15058 . 

D  10-11-77 

G-18663 . 

C  8-11-77 

CI61-524 . 

D  7-25-77 

C 161-1327  «... 
D  7-11-77 

C 161-1565.... 
C  10-14-77 


CI62-26 «.... 

D  6-27-77 
CI62-1498... 
D  5-31-77 


CI63-150.... 

D  9-19-77 
C 163-607.... 
D  7-5-77 


CI66-1263... 
D  9-26-77 

C 167-324.... 
D  7-11-77 


CI69-262.... 

C  9-1-77 
CI69-1021  ».. 
D  6-17-77 

C 170-622.... 
D  7-13-77 


Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Hous-  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp  i 
ton,  Tex.  77001.  Cameron  Meadows  Field,  Cameron 

Parish,  La. 

Kadane  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Drawer  1740,  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  2  gas  wells 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.  76307.  (SE72-1T  and  SE72-2E),  Maxie- 

Plstol  Ridge  Field,  Forrest  County, 
Miss. 

GuK  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2100,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Boonesville  Bend  Field,  Jack 

County,  Tex. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  2  Shell  Plaia,  P.O.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Tubb- 
Box  2099,  Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Blinebry  Field,  Lea  County,  N. 
Mex. 

Cabot  Corp.  (GLC),  (successor  to  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Godfrey  L.  Cabot),  P.O.  Box  certain  acreage  in  Northfork  Dis- 
1473,  Charleston,  W.  Va.  25325.  trict,  McDowell  County,  W.  V’a. 

Pennxoil  Co.,  3000  1  Shell  Plaxa,  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002.  certain  acreage  in  West  Virginia. 

Altec  Oil  and  Gas  Co.,  1600  First  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Township 
National  Bldg.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  31  North,  Range  11  West,  Calloway 
76102.  No.  3  well,  pictured  cliffs  formation, 

San  Juan  Cfounty,  N.  Mex. 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1503,  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  certain 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  acreage  in  Beaver  County,  Okla. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2100,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Nichols  Field,  Kiowa  County,  Kans. 

J.  M.  Huber  Corp.,  2000  West  Loop  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Perryton 
South,  Houston,  Tex.  77027.  Field,  Ochiltree  County,  Tex. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaxa  Cities  Mrvice  Gas  Co.,  NW  Sharon 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex.  Field,  Barber  County,  Kans 
77046. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaza  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex.  Clayton  Field,  Live  Oak  and 
77(M6.  McMullen  Counties,  Tex. 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  California,  2223  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Harper 
Dodge  St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102.  Ranch  Field,  Clark  and  Comanche 
Counties,  Kws. 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  20,  Dallas,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  W.  Perry- 
•Tex.  75221.  ton  Field,  Ochiltree  County,  Tex. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaza  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  N.  W.  Sharon 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex.  Field,  Barber  County,  Kans. 

77046 


J.  M.  Huber  Corp.,  2000  West  Loop 
South,  Houston,  Tex.  77027. 

Sun  Oil  Co . 


Union  Oil  Co.  of  California,  P.O. 

Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90051 . 
Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.,  624 
South  Boston  Ave.,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74119. 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  California,  P.O. 
Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90051 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  2  Shell  Plaza,  P.O. 
Box  2099,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp . 


Anadarko  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1330,  Houston,  Tex.  77001 . 


Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
300,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

Aylward  Drilling  Co.  (operator), 
A.  and  J.  Oil  Co.,  and  Andover 
Oil  Co.,  909  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  20,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75221. 

Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  et  al., 
P.O.  Box  2542,  Amarillo,  Tex. 
79105. 

Texaco  Inc.  (operator),  et  al.,  P.O. 
Box  60252,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70160. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2100, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 


Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Greenway  Plaza 
East,  Suite  800,  Houston,  Tex. 
77046. 

Texaco  Inc . . 


Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Farns¬ 
worth  Field,  Hansford  and  Ochil¬ 
tree  Counties,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  certain 
acreage  of  northeast  Glenwood 
Field,  Beaver  County,  Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Levelland 
Field,  Cochran  County,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Mocane 
Field  in  Beaver  County,  Okla. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 

^utheast  Boyd  Field,  Beaver 

County,  Okla. 

Michigan  Wi.sconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Woodward  Field,  Woodward  Coun¬ 
ty,  Okla. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Guymon- 
Hugoton  (Deep)  Field,  Texas 
County,  Okla. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Bawbell  "A"  No.  2  well  in  the 
Postle  Hough  gas  area,  Texas 
County,  Okla. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Mo¬ 
cane  Field,  Beaver  County,  Okla. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Barkley  No.  2 
gas  well  in  Stumph-Smith  Field, 
Barber  County,  Kans. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Como 
Field,  Beaver  County,  Tex. 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  T.  R. 
Laubhan  Lease,  section  1150,  block 
43,  H.  &  T.C.  Survey,  Lipscomb 
County,  Tex. 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  South 
Pass  block  27,  Garden  Island  Bay 
Fields,  Plaquemines  Parish,  La. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Morrow  formation  only  in  Seeley 
well  No.  A-1,  section  29,  T29N 
R20W,  Woods  County,  Okla. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  West 
Waha  Field,  Reeves  County,  Tex. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  certain 
acreage  from  the  Kiiita  Field, 
Pittsburg  County,  Okla. 

Transcontinental  Gas  PiM  Line 
Corp.,  from  Canos  and  leases  in 
Eugene  Island,  block  208  field,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana. 


>154.5855  14.73 

(•)  . 

>  163.  m2t  14. 65 

(*)  . 

(')  14. 65 

W  . 

(>)  15.025 

(■)  14.65 

(^)  . 

(•)  . 

i53.09«  14.65 

(/)  . 

{«)  . 

(*)  . 

(0  . 

{>)  . 

(•)  . 

>18.5^  14.73 

(‘)  . 

>19.2822^  14.65 

W  . 


(')  14.65 

(-)  . 

(•)  . 

(•)  . 

(*)  . 

(»’")  . 

(«)  . 

(>)  14.65 

(•)  . 


Filing  code;  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment . 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F — Partial  succession. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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NOTICES 


Docket  No.  Price  per  Pres¬ 
and  Applicant  Purchaser  and  location  1,000  ft*  sure 

date  filed  base 


CI71-226 . Aminoil  U.8.A.,  Inc.  (successor  to  Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  certain  acreage  in  (■)  U.®5 

C  10-6-77  Signal  Oil  and  Gas  Co.),  Golden  Carter  County,  Okla. 

Center  1,  2800  North  Loop  West,  \ 

P.O.  ®ox  94193,  Houston,  Tex. 

77018. 

CI77-756 . Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  P.O.  Box  Pacific  Alaska  LNO  Co.,  Ivan  River  *  153.3000^  14.73 

A  8-25-77  2819,  Dallas.  Tex.  75221.  Field,  Cook  Inlet  area,  Alaska. 

CI77-757 . Atlantic  Richfield  Co . Pacific  Alaska  LNG  Co.,  Beluga  -‘  152.0833*  14.73 

A  8-25-77  River  Field,  Cook  Inlet  area, 

Alaska. 

CI77-786 . Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.,  1111  Tulane  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America,  (*)  15.025 

A  9-6-77  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  La.  70112.  certain  acreage  in  block  262  field 

Vermilion  area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

CI78-11* . Clark  Fuel  Producing  Co.,  727  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co.,  El  (»)  . 

D 10-6-77  Houston  Club  Bldg.,  Houston,  Puerto  Field,  Starr  County,  Tex. 

Tex.  77002. 


<  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  the  applicable  national  rate  pursuant  to  opinion  No.  770,  as  amended. 

*  By  assignment  of  oil,  gas  and  mineral  lease  (S-S186-K),  effective  Jan.  13,  1977,  Mobil  assigned  to  Intramerican 
Funds,  Inc  (75  pet)  and  Samedan  Oil  Corp.  (25  pet)  all  of  its  right,  title  and  interest  in  and  to  that  certain  acreage 
fully  described  in  said  assignment. 

>  By  partial  assignment  of  oil  and  gas  leases  (S-6067-U)  effective  Mar.  9, 1977,  Mobil  assigned  to  R.  Clark  Taylbr, 
small  producer  in  docket  No.  CS75-374,  all  of  its  right,  title  and  interest,  gas  rights  only,  in  and  to  those  leases  fully 
described  in  said  partial  a.ssignment,  from  the  top  of  the  Pennsylvanian  formation,  down  to  the  stratigraphic  equiv¬ 
alent  of  a  point  50  ft  below  the  total  depth  drilled  (6,090  ft)  in  the  No.  1  Gribble  well. 

*  By  a.s.signment  of  oil  and  gas  lease  dated  Oct.  30,  1975,  Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  et  al.,  assigned  all  right,  title  and 
interest  in  Section  3-4N-24E,  Beaver  County,  Okla.,  limited  to  the  interval  between  6,755  ft  down  to  and  including 
the  stratigraphic  erjuivalent  of  0,931  ft,  as  found  in  the  Miles  No.  2  well  to  Elder  and  Vaughn,  a  partnership. 

*  M  ichigan  Wisconsin  was  unable  to  Justify  the  connection  of  this  well  to  their  gathering  system. 

'  By  partial  assignment  of  oil  and  gas  leases  (S-5411-N),  effective  Apr.  19, 1977,  Mobil  a.s.signed  to  Samson  Resources 
Co.,  small  producer  in  docket  No.  CS74-86,  all  of  its  right,  title  and  interest  in  and  to  that  certain  acreage  from  the 
surface  of  the  ground  down  to  the  stratigraphic  ^uivalent  of  a  point  fifty  (50)  ft  below  the  base  of  the  Spiro  Sand, 
said  point  being  identified  at  a  depth  of  7,299  ft  in  the  Mustang  No.  1-12  Martin  well. 

t  Clark  Fuel  Producing  Co.  was  issued  a  small  producer  certificate  on  Oct.  12,  1971,  in  docket  No.  CS71-438.  Its 
certificate  issued  in  docket  No.  CI61-1279  and  its  gas  rate  schedule  No.  9  were  thereby  canceled. 

0  Abandoned  and  permanently  plugged. 
b  Reclassified, 
c  Nonproductive. 

d  Irf-ases  expired  and  wells  plugged  and  abandoned. 

€  2  ;>arcels  of  acreage  nonproductive  and  other  2  parcels  nonproductive  and  leases  terminated. 

/  Reassigned. 
g  Depletwl. 

h  The  Dave  Schoenhals  lease  has  been  released  unto  the  lessor,  and  the  wells  have  been  plugged  and  abandoned. 
I  Leases  expired  and  all  wells  plugged  and  abandoned. 
j  Nonproductive  and  leases  terminated. 
k  Leases  expired. 

I  lineconomical. 
m  Well  plugged  and  abandoned. 

n  The  Anneda  M.  Williams  No.  1  sec.  4-IN-24ECM,  was  plugged  and  abandoned  and  leases  have  expired, 
o  Leases  relea.sed— supply  of  gas  has  depleted  and  wells  plugged  and  abandoned. 
p  Leases  expired  on  their  own  terms. 

IFR  Doc.77-32472  PUed  11-8-77:8:46  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-401 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

November  1,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  25.  1977, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-40 
an  application  pursuant  to  Section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  Applicant  to  construct  and  it¬ 
erate  44  small  volume  sales  measuring 
stations  and  to  sell  and  deliver  additional 
volumes  of  natural-  gas  in  the  states  of 
Montana,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  Inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  received 
niunerous  requests  for  service  from 
right-of-way  grantors  whose  easements 
provide  for  the  contractual  right  to  gas 
service  as  partial  consideration  for  the 
easement  to  construct  and  operate  pipe¬ 
line  facilities  across  their  property.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Applicant  proposes  to  install 
and  operate  34  small  volume  sales  meas¬ 
uring  stations  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska  and  Kansas  which  are  required  to 


make  sales  of  natural  gas  to  customers 
through  its  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Division 
(Peoples  Division).  The  firm  volumes  to 
be  delivered  would  be  provided  from 
Peoples  Division’s  presently  authorized 
contract  demand,  it  is  said. 

The  application  states  that  Applicant 
presently  has  in  operation  certain  minor 
sales  measuring  stations  in  Oklahoma 
through  which  the  s?le  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  is  made  to  Southern  Union 
Gas  Company  (S.  Union)  pursuant  to 
Rate  Schedule  X-46  of  Applicant’s  FPC 
.Gas  Tariff.  Original  Volume  No.  2,  which 
gas  is  resold  by  So.  Union  to  AppUicant’s 
right-of-way  grantors  and  others  for  use 
as  irrigation  engine  fuel,  residential  and 
other  high  priority  uses.  Applicant  states 
that  6  of  its  pipeline  right-of-way  grant¬ 
ors  located  in  So.  Union’s  service  areas 
in  Oklahoma  have  requested  natural  gas 
service  from  Applicant’s  pipeline.  Appli¬ 
cant  further  states  that  granting  of  such 
authorization  requested  herein  would  re¬ 
sult  in  an  increase  in  annual  sal^  to  So. 
Union,  under  Rate  Schedule  X-46.  of 
28,415  Mcf,  requiring  an  increase  in  the 
authorized  annual  sales  from  692,294 
Mcf  to  720,709  Mcf. 

It  is  also  stated  that  Applicant  has  in 
operation  certain  sales  measuring  sta¬ 
tions  in  Texas  through  which  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  is  made  to 
West  Texas  Gas,  Incorporated  (WTG), 
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and  that  pursuant  to  Rate  Schedule 
X-40  of  Applicant’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2,  the  gas  is  resold 
to  Applicant’s  right-of-way  grantors  and 
others  for  use  as  irrigation  engine  fuel, 
residential  and  other  high  priority  uses. 
Applicant  indicates  that  one  of  its  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  grantors  in  Texas  has 
requested  natural  gas  service  from  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  pipeline  through  WTG,  and 
that  this  gas  is  for  irrigation  engine  fuel 
with  an  estimated  additional  annual 
sales  of  2,920  Mcf,  resulting  in  total  an¬ 


nual  authorized  sales  of  2,294,031  Mcf 
to  WTG. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  also  re¬ 
ceived  requests  from  3  individuals  who 
are  right-of-way  grantors  located  in 
rural  areas  of  Hill  and  Blaine  Counties, 
Montana,  where  Applicant  operates  cer¬ 
tain  pipeline  facilities  for  the  purpose 
of  gathering  and  transporting  natural 
gas  volumes  purchased  from  the  ’Tiger 
Ridge  and  Sherard  Areas.  ’These  three 
individual  right-of-way  grantors  of  ap¬ 
plicant  desire  natural  gas  service  from 
Applicant’s  pipeline,  it  is  said.  Applicant 


proposes  to  install  and  operate  the  re¬ 
quired  delivery  stations  and  make  direct 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  volumes 
to  the  new  Montana  customers  pursuant 
to  the  terms  of  a  farm  tap  service  con¬ 
tract  between  Applicant  and  the  new 
customer. 

The  following  is  a  listing  of  the  meas¬ 
uring  stations  which  Applicant  proposes 
to  construct  and  operate  together  with 
the  capacity  of  each  meter,  the  estimated 
peak  day  (summer  and  winter)  and  an¬ 
nual  gas  requirements  of  respective  con¬ 
sumers,  and  the  primary  end-use  of  the 
natural  gas  service: 


Utility  _ 

?ro-  _ Estimated  Sales  (Mcf) _ 

jaet  Pesk  Day  — ^  Peak  Month  i. ^ 

Ho.  RIght-of-Way  Grantor  Itata  Winter  Sunaer  Winter  Summer  Annual 


Daily 

Meter 

Primary  Cap. 

End-Use  (Mcf) 


PEOPLES  NATURAL  GAS  DIVISIOM 


p-l 

Berghaus,  Jack 

Kans. 

50.0 

1,500 

8,000 

Irrigation 

146.0 

P-2 

Brosnahan,  Joseph  L. 

lam 

1.7 

25 

165 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-3 

Carlson,  Ccrald  T. 

Minn. 

1.3 

40 

178 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-4 

Carlson,  Reuben  C. 

Minn. 

1.3 

40 

178 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-3 

Crist,  Raymond 

Kaos. 

28.8 

850 

3,300 

Irrigation 

93.0 

P-6 

Dorsey,  Wilbur  L. 

Iowa 

1.7 

SO 

330 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-7 

Dudley,  Wayne  C. 

Iowa 

4.8 

40 

175 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-8 

Elliott,  Freeman 

Iowa 

2.0 

30 

139 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-9 

Engler,  Wm.  L. 

Kans. 

100.8 

500 

1,050 

Crop  Dryer 

146.0 

P-IO 

Fuchser,  Paul  (Thraiklll) 

Nebr. 

2.0 

60 

303 

Farrowing 

.  13.7 

P-ll 

Graham,  James 

Mebr. 

1.4 

40 

221 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-12 

Guldager,  Godfrey 

Iowa 

1.6 

30 

205 

Hest,  Res. 

13.7 

P-13 

Hansen,  John 

Iowa 

1.7 

25 

165 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-14 

Hennlngsen,  Kenneth 

Iowa 

2.0 

28 

145 

Hest,  Res. 

13.7 

P-15 

Jehovah's  Witnesses 

Minn. 

1.8 

40 

200 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-16 

Kaehler,  Donald  R. 

Minn. 

1.5 

50 

256 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-17 

Kangas,  William  A. 

Minn. 

1.8 

40 

200 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-18 

Keefer,  Frank  J. 

Kans. 

33.6 

600 

3,800 

Irrigstlon 

146.0 

P-19 

Kroese,  Ronald  G. 

Kebr. 

1.3 

36 

-  203 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-20 

Lind,  Richard  D. 

Minn. 

l*.8 

40 

200 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-21 

Mathlaon,  David  P. 

Minn. 

1.8 

40 

200. 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-22 

Meyer,  Jerry 

Kans. 

21.6 

576 

1,439 

Irrigation 

93.0 

P-23 

Moon,  Warren 

Kans. 

33.6 

586 

3,503 

Irrigation 

146.0 

P-24 

O'Connor,  Walter  R. 

Iowa 

2.0 

30 

150 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-25 

Orthmann,  Nellie  E. 

Iowa 

1.5 

35 

170 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-26 

Pederson,  Arthur 

Minn. 

1.8 

40 

200 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-27 

Plckell,  JackW. 

Iowa 

1.7 

25 

165 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-28 

Riverside  Bible  Camp 

Iowa 

10.0 

31 

256 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-29 

Satterlee,  Clark 

Iowa 

23.0 

290 

665 

Crop  Dryer 

93.0 

P-30 

Schmidt,  Lonnie  W. 

Kans. 

36.0 

1,080 

6,760 

Irrigation 

146.0 

P-31 

Schults,  Walter 

Iowa 

2.0 

45 

190 

Heat,  Rea. 

13.7 

P-32 

Van  Keulen,  Edward 

Minn. 

3.0 

35 

255 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-33 

Van  Shepen,  Edwin 

Minn. 

1.3 

40 

178 

Heat,  Res. 

13.7 

P-34 

White,  F.  R.  Estate 

Iowa 

3.2 

— 

66 

300 

Heat,  Rat. 

13.7 

Total  Peoples  Division 

58.0 

327.4 

1,321 

5,9^ 

33.844 

1/  Non-Coinci<3ental 
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Utility 

Pro¬ 

ject 

Mo.  RiRht-of-Way  Grantor 


_ Estimated  Sales  (Mcf) 

Peak  Day  JL^  Peak  Month  1/ 

Winter  Surarner  Winter  Sunroer  Annual 


Primary 

End-Use 


Daily 

Meter 

Cap. 

(Mcf) 


SOUTHERN  UMION  GAS  COMPANY 


S-1 

Davis,  Martha 

S-2 

Davison,  E. 

S-3 

Jeff us  Farms 

S-4 

McCay,  Marie 

S-5 

Moeller,  Linda  Jo 

S-6 

Robins,  L.  D. 

Total  Southern  Union 

l.O 

20 

l.O 

72.0 

20 

3,000 

l.O 

20 

1.5 

20 

_ 

10.0 

— 

300 

4.5 

82.0 

80 

3.300 

150 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

150 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

25,500 

Irrigation 

108.0 

'  150 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

185 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

2.280 

Irrigation 

93.0 

28.415 

WEST  TEXAS  GAS.  INC. 
V-1  Childress,  J.  Y. 
Total  West  Texas 


38.0 

38.0 


650  2,920  Irrigation  192.0 

650  2.920 


NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  (Direct) 


N-l 

Carlson,  M.  A.  and  M.  G. 

3.2 

60 

295 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

N-2 

Olsen,  Edward  F. 

3.2 

60 

295 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

N-3 

Randall,  R.  G.  (Mrs.) 

3.2 

60 

295 

Res.  Heat 

13.7 

Total  Northern  Direct 

9.6 

180 

885 

US  158.1  9,932  66,064 


It  is  indicated  that  the  small  volume 
industrial,  commercial  and  residential 
service  would  provide  necessary  natural 
gas  volumes  for  individual  rural  dwel¬ 
lings  for  space  heating,  cooking,  water 
heating  and  clothes  drying  appliances; 
seasonal  use  by  farms  as  irrigation  en¬ 
gine  fuel;  seasonal  use  by  farms  in  direct 
firing  of  agricultural  crop  drying  equip¬ 
ment  and  for  space  heating  farm  build¬ 
ings. 

It  is  further  indicated  that  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  the  facilities  proposed 
to  be  constructed  is  $48,025,  which  cost 
Applicant  proposes  to  finance  by  cash  on 
hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 


1/  Non-Coincidental 

1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  deterjooining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  if  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  Is  required  by  the 


public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  mo¬ 
tion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-32474  Filed  ll-9-77;8;45  am] 

[ 6560-01  ] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL  815-5] 

AIR  QUALITY  MODEUNG 
Conference 

EPA  will  conduct  a  public  conference 
on  air  quality  modeling  on  December  14 
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and  15,  1977  (Wednesday  and  Thurs¬ 
day),  from  9:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  each 
day.  The  conference  will  be  held  at  the 
Thomas  Jefferson  Auditorium,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  14th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
DC. 

“Air  Quality  modeling”  is  a  mathe¬ 
matical  technique  for  estimating  the  ef¬ 
fect  a  particular  air  pollution  source 
(or  group  of  sources)  has  or  will  have  on 
air  quality  at  various  locations  in  an 
area.  Air  quality  modeling  may  provide 
the  basis  for  approving  or  denying  a  pro¬ 
posed  new  pollution  source’s  application 
to  construct,  and  may  also  provide  the 
basis  for  determining  the  control  level 
required  for  existing  pollution  sources. 
EPA  also  may  rely  on  air  quality  model¬ 
ing  to  evaluate  the  sufficiency  of  imple¬ 
mentation  plans  submitted  by  States 
under  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Modeling  thus 
plays  an  important  role  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

At  the  conference,  EPA  intends  to 
focus  on  the  EPA  Guideline  on  Air 
Quality  Models  (October,  1977).  This 
document,  which  EPA  considers  to  be  in 
interim  status,  already  reflects  input 
from  five  public  meetings  held  earlier 
this  year. 

EPA  officials  will  briefly  discuss  the 
Guideline  development  process  and  the 
document's  contents.  The  conference  will 
then  be  open  for  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences,  representatives  of  State  and 
local  air  pollution  control  agencies,  and 
several  Federal  agencies  including  the 
National  Science  Foundation,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin¬ 
istration.  and  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  General  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  will  then  be  accepted  from  other 
interested  parties  at  the  direction  of  the 
chairman,  who  will  set  time  limits  on 
each  oral  presentation. 

In  order  to  assist  EPA  in  planning  for 
the  conference,  persons  desiring  to  at¬ 
tend  are  asked  to  notify  Joseph  A.  Tlk- 
vart  by  mail,  no  later  than  December  5, 
1977,  at  the  following  address : 

Joseph  A.  Tlkvart,  Chief,  Source  Receptor 
Analysis  Branch  (MD-14),  U.S.  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Research  Tri¬ 
angle  Park,  N.C.  27711.  Phone:  919-641- 
6262. 

In  their  notifications,  persons  desiring 
to  speak  should  identify  the  organiza¬ 
tion  or  corporation  (if  any)  on  whose 
behalf  they  are  entering  a  statement. 
Copies  of  the  Guideline  will  be  sent  to 
persons  notifying  EPA  of  their  intention 
to  attend  and  copies  will  be  available  to 
all  registrants  at  the  Conference. 

A  verbatim  transcript  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  proceedings  will  be  maintained. 
Speakers  are  encouraged  to  bring  extra 
copies  of  their  presentations  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  reporter,  chairman  and 
other  participants.  Interested  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  enter  into  the  record 
any  written  comments  they  do  not  pre¬ 
sent  orally. 

The  conference  is  being  held  pursuant 
to  new  Section  320  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
(as  added  to  Section  310  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977,  Pub.  L.  95- 


95).  As  noted  elsewhere  in  today’s  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  special  attention  will  be 
given  to  modeling  Issues  arising  from 
EPA’s  program  for  preventing  significant 
air  quality  deterioration. 

Date:  November  7, 1977. 

David  G,  Hawkins, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Air  and  Waste  Management. 

(PR  Doc.77-32671  Filed  ll-9-77;8:46  am] 


[ 6560-01  ] 

[FRL  804-1] 

CALIFORNIA  STATE  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
POLLUTION  CONTROL  STANDARDS 

Waiver  of  Federal  Preemption 

I.  Introduction  and  Background 

I  hereby  give  notice  that  I  expect  to 
grant  the  State  of  California  a  waiver 
of  Federal  preemption  under  section 
209(b)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
(hereinafter  the  "Act”),!  to  enforce  the 
California  evaporative  emission  stand¬ 
ard  and  certification  procedures  appli¬ 
cable  to  1980  and  subsequent  model  year 
gasoline -powered  motor  vehicles  (except 
motorcycles).-  Under  section  209(b)  of 
the  Act,  the  Administrator  is  required  to 
grant  the  State  of  California  a  w'aiver  of 
Federal  preemption,  after  opportunity 
for  a  public  hearing,  if  the  State  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  State  standards  wrill  be, 
in  the  aggregate,  at  least  as  protective 
of  public  health  and  welfare  as  appli¬ 
cable  Federal  standards.  No  such  waiver 
shall  be  granted  if  he  finds  that  the 
determination  of  the  State  is  arbitrary 
or  capricious,  that  the  State  of  Califor¬ 
nia  does  not  need  such  State  standards 
to  meet  compelling  and  extraordinary 
conditions,  or  that  such  State  standards 
and  accompanying  enforcement  proce¬ 
dures  are  not  consistent  with  section 
202(a)  of  the  Act.  State  standards  and 
enforcement  procedures  are  deemed  not 
to  be  consistent  with  section  202(a)  if 
there  is  inadequate  lead  time  to  permit 
the  development  and  application  of  the 
requisite  technology,  giving  appropriate 
consideration  to  the  cost  of  compliance 
within  that  time  frame,  or  if  the  Federal 
and  California  test  procedures  are  in¬ 
consistent. 

The  history  of  the  California  waiver 
requests  in  the  area  of  evaporative  emis¬ 
sions  control  has  been  traced  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  waiver  decisions  of  January  11, 
1977,3  and  May  11,  1977.*  Subsequent  to 
these  decisions,  a  public  hearing  was 
held  from  May  16.  1977,  to  May  19,  1977, 
pursuant  to  notice  published  by  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  in 
the  Federal  Register  to  consider  the 
questions  that  pertain  to  today’s  notice.® 


>42  U.S.C.  7643(b)  (1). 

-Throughout  this  decision,  this  standard 
and  certification  procedures  will  be  referred 
to  as  the  "1980  California  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  regulations,"  and  are  applicable  to  1980 
and  subsequent  model  year  motor  vehicles 
except  motorcycles. 

» See  42  PR  3192  (January  17. 1977) . 

*  See  42  PR  26766  (May  19. 1977) . 

» See  42  PR  19372  (April  13, 1977) . 


The  decisions  on  the  other  waiver  ques¬ 
tions  considered  during  this  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  the  near  future. 

On  September  29,  1977,  California  de¬ 
termined  that  the  1980  and  subsequent 
model  year  CalifornK  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  standard  was  least  as  protective 
of  the  public  health  and  welfare  as  the 
applicable  Federal  standard.  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  such  determination  was 
arbitrary  and  capricious  was  considered 
at  the  EPA  public  hearing  (California 
waiver  hearing)  of  October  13,  1977.  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  also  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  any  information  by  October  31, 1977, 
on  the  need  for  this  standard  or  its  con¬ 
sistency  with  section  202(a)  if  this  in¬ 
formation  had  become  available  follow¬ 
ing  the  initial  EPA  hearing  on  this 
waiver  request.  Unless  I  can  make  the 
requisite  findings  required  for  the  denial 
of  the  waiver  request  under  section  209 
(b)  of  the  Act,  I  will  grant  the  waiver, 
and  a  subsequent  Federal  Register  no¬ 
tice  will  so  reflect  that  decision. 

As  set  forth  below,  based  on  all  the 
information  presently  available  to  me,  I 
doubt  that  such  findings  will  be  possible, 
and  I  therefore  expect  to  grant  the 
waiver.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
provide  automobile  manufacturers  with 
the  earliest  possible  notice  of  my  deci¬ 
sion  with  respect  to  technology  and  lead 
time. 

n.  Discussion 

Public  Health  and  Welfare.  Under  one 
of  the  criteria  of  section  209(b)  of  the 
Act,  I  cannot  grant  a  waiver  if  I  find 
that  California’s  determination  that  its 
“standards  will  be,  in  the  aggregrate,  at 
least  as  protective  of  public  health  and 
welfare  as  applicable  Federal  standards” 
is  arbitrary  and  capricious.®  California 
has  adopted  a  1980  evaporative  emission 
standard  of  two  grams  of  hydrocarbons 
(HC)  per  test.'  This  standard,  which  also 
provides  an  allowance  for  background 
emissions  from  emission  data  vehicles, 
is  clearly  more  stringent  than  the  ap¬ 
plicable  Federal  standard  of  six  grams 
HC  per  test®  and  is  therefore  deemed 
under  the  Act  to  be  at  least  as  protec¬ 
tive  of  public  health  and  welfare  as  the 
Federal  standard.* 

Consistency.  Under  section  209(b),  I 
also  cannot  grant  a  waiver  if  I  find  that 
the  California  “standards  and  accom- 
panying  enforcement  procedures  are  not 
consistent  with  section  202(a)”  of  the 
Act.  As  has  been  correctly  stated  by 
the  California  Air  Resources  Board 
(CARB),’®  the  test  procedures  appli¬ 
cable  to  1980  and  subsequent  model  year 
motor  vehicles  are  identical  to  those 
which  were  the  subject  of  the  January 
11,  1977,  and  May  11,  1977,  decisions." 


«42  U.S.C.  §  7643(b)  (1)  (A). 

>  See  State  of  California,  Air  Resources 
Board,  Resoluion  76-45,  November  23,  1976. 

•  See  Transcript  of  Public  Hearing  on  Cal¬ 
ifornia  Waiver  Request  (May  16-20,  1977), 
Volume  ll.  at  224-226  (hereinafter  "Tr.”) . 

•  See  42  U.S.C.  S  7543(b)  (2) . 

^  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  216. 

»  See  supra  notes  3,  4. 
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Therefore,  for  the  reastms  stated  in 
those  decisions,  I  believe  that  the  test 
of  consistency  has  been  met  in  the  ease 
of  the  1980  California  evi«)orative  emis¬ 
sion  regulations.  In  c(msiderlng  the 
question  of  consistency,  my  finding  is 
not  affected  by  the  background  allow¬ 
ance  provlsiMi  under  these  regulations 
Inasmuch  as  this  provision  does  not  re¬ 
quire  any  additional  testing  or  different 
methods  of  certificaticm  by  the  vehicle 
manufacturers.'*  However,  this  finding 
may  be  subject  to  rec<Hisideration  on  the 
basis  of  any  further  information  sub¬ 
mitted  on  this  question  between  October 
13,  1977,  and  October  31,  1977. 

Lead  Time  and  Technology.  This  issue 
has  traditionally  been  the  key  issue  in 
waiver  decisions  and  is  the  key  issue 
again  here.  This  issue  arises  from  the 
fact  that  no  waiver  shall  be  granted  if  I 
find  that  the  California  "standards  and 
accompanying  enforcement  procedures 
are  not  consistent  with  secticm  202(a)” 
of  the  Act.  Section  202(a)  states  that 
standards  promulgated  under  its  au¬ 
thority  "shall  take  effect  after  such 
period  as  the  Administrator  finds  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  the  development  and  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  requisite  technology,  giv¬ 
ing  appropriate  consideration  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  within  such  period.”  In 
order  for  California  standards  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  section  202(a),  it  is  not  re¬ 
quired  that  the  requisite  technology  be 
developed  at  present,  but  rather  that  the 
available  lead  time  appear  to  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  permit  the  devdopment  and 
application  of  that  techn<rfo^.  In  con¬ 
sidering  questions  of  lead  time  and  tech- 
nol<^,  I  am  guided  by  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  section  209(b)  of  the  Act  as  has 
been  stated  in  previous  waiver  deci¬ 
sions.** 

With  regard  to  the  1980  California 
evaporative  emission  regulations,  Ameri¬ 
can  Motors  Corp.  stated  that  the  1980 
California  standard  was  not  technologi¬ 
cally  feasible  within  the  lead  time  re¬ 
maining  to  comply  with  the  standard.'* 
General  Motors  Corp.  and  Ford  Motor 
Co.  contended  that  the  questions  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  risks  of  noncompliance 
due  to  test  variability,  durability  demon¬ 
stration  and  high  altitude  requirements 
had  not  been  satisfactorily  resolved,  and 
therefore,  a  design  target  substantially 
below  the  two  grams  HC  per  test  stand¬ 
ard  was  required  in  order  to  provide  rea¬ 
sonable  confidence  that  an  evaporative 
emission  control  system  could  be  certi¬ 
fied  to  such  a  standard.’*  Consequently, 
General  Motors  recommended  that  a 
judgment  in  the  context  of  a  California 
waiver  decision  on  a  standard  more 
stringent  than  six  grams  HC  per  test 
be  withheld  pending  an  analysis  of  the 
data  obtained  from  the  certification  and 


’-See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  217. 

»5ee  41  Fed.  Reg.  44209,  44210  (October 
7,  1976). 

See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  312-314,  317-319, 
324-327,  332. 

“  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  226-229,  231, 
233-236,  224-257,  271-272,  287-291,  296-300, 
302,  304,  306-308;  see  also  Letter  from  D.  A. 


producticm  of  1978  motor  vehicles.’®  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  further  contended  that  the 
question  oi  the  teduudogical  feasibility 
of  the  1980  (Talifomia  standard  as  eqi- 
plicable  to  passenger  cars  and  light  and 
medium-duty  trucks  should  be  addressed 
separately.*^  Although  both  Ford  and 
American  Motors  shared  General  Mo¬ 
tors’  view  on  this  point,'®  Ford  believed 


Jensen,  Ford  Motor  Co.,  to  John  P.  DeKany, 
Director,  Emission  Control  Technology  Di¬ 
vision,  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA) ,  September  27,  1976;  Letter  from  T.  M. 
Fisher,  General  Motors  Corp.,  to  Benjamin 
R.  Jackson,  Director,  Mobile  Source  Enforce¬ 
ment  Division  (MSED),  EPA,  June  17,  1977; 
Letter  from  John  P.  Eppel,  Ford  Motor  Co., 
to  Thomas  C.  Austin,  Deputy  Executive  Of¬ 
ficer-Technical,  California  Air  Resources 
Board  (CARB),  June  20,  1977.  In  this  regard 
Ford  supported  the  waiver  request  under 
consideration  on  the  condition  that  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  California  certification  pro- 
cediires  were  adopted  which  provided  tor  a 
background  allowance  for  diurabillty  vehicles 
and  line-crossing.  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at 
286,  288-290,  293-299,  302,  304,  306-308.  (The 
term  "line-crossing”  refers  to  the  situation 
where  the  diu-ablllty  vehicle  interpolated 
4,000-6,000  mile  points  on  the  least-squares 
fit  straight  line  drawn  through  the  test  data 
points,  and/or  the  4,000  and  50,000  mile  (or 
equivalent]  bench  test  points  used  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  deterioration  factor  exceed  the 
California  evaporative  emission  standard. 
With  regard  to  durability  vehicle  test  data, 
this  situation  does  not  Include  the  case 
where  no  applicable  data  point  exceeded  the 
standard.)  Chrysler  Corp.  generally  sup¬ 
ported  Ford’s  position  on  this  issue.  See 
Letter  from  Michael  W.  Grice,  Chrysler  Corp., 
to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  Director.  MSED, 
EPA,  June  8.  1977,  at  2.  However,  by  letter 
dated  June  9.  1977,  the  CARB  notified  the 
EPA  that  it  had  adopted  a  jirevious  Cali¬ 
fornia  administrative  interpretation  prohibi¬ 
tion  against  line-crossing.  See  Letter  from 
G.  C.  Haas,  Chief,  Vehicle  Emissions  Control 
Division,  CARB,  to  all  Gasoline-Powered 
Light-Duty,  Medivun-Duty,  and  Heavy-Duty 
Vehicle  Manufacturers,  March  31,  1977.  This 
prohibition  is  applicable  to  the  certification 
of  1978  and  subseuent  model  year  gasoline - 
powered  motor  vehicles  (except  motor¬ 
cycles).  The  manufacturers  were  provided 
with  an  Importunity  to  comment  on  this  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  CARB  during  the  May  17,  1977, 
bearing,  and  in  fact,  did  address  the  relevant 
issues  connected  with  this  waiver  request  on 
the  assumption  that  the  prohibition  would 
remain  in  effect,  as  evidenced  by  their  state¬ 
ments.  Therefore,  I  am  also  considering  this 
prcmibition  in  making  my  determination 
today. 

With  respect  to  the  durability  background 
allowance  question.  I  have  determined  below 
that  the  1980  California  standard  is  tech¬ 
nologically  feasible  under  circumstances 
where  compliance  with  this  standard  is  de¬ 
termined  by  the  measurement  of  evaporative 
emissions  from  a  durability  vehicle  as  a 
whole.  As  a  result,  I  cannot  grant  Ford’s  re¬ 
quest  to  condition  the  waiver  on  the  adoption 
by  the  CARB  of  a  provision  for  such  an  al- 
lawance. 

’•See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  226-227,  231, 
249,  257,  270,  273-274,  279;  see  also  Letter 
from  T.  M.  Fisher  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson, 
supra  note  15,  at  49. 

”  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  234-235,  277-286; 
see  also  Letter  from  T.  M.  Fisher  to  Benjamin 
R.  Jackson,  supra  note  16,  at  30-40. 

’*  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  300,  329-330. 


that  the  technological  feasibility  prob¬ 
lem  with  respect  to  light  and  medium- 
duty  trucks  was  not  significantly  more 
complex  than  that  in  the  case  of  pas¬ 
senger  cars.’® 

On  the  other  hand,  information  is 
available  which  indicates  that  this 
standard  is  technologically  feasible.*”  In 
this  connection.  Ford  submitted  test  data 
on  14  development  vehicles  which  showed 
emissicoi  levels  less  than  the  two  gram 
standard  using  a  level  of  technology 
identical  to  the  1978  control  system  with 
certain  refinements  and  modifications.*' 
General  Motors  presented  test  data  on 
nine  vehicles  which  also  met  the  emission 
levels  prescribed  imder  the  1980  Califor¬ 
nia  evaporative  emission  regulations.  ' 
American  Motors  stated  tha'.  a  1977  Hor¬ 
net  development  vehicle  had  already  met 
the  1980  California  evaporative  emission 
levels.**  It  also  submitted  1977  model  year 
certification  data  showing  emissions  per¬ 
formance  by  a  data  vehicle  in  conform¬ 
ance  with  a  two  gram  standard."  How¬ 
ever,  the  manufacturers  emphasi^d  that 
this  data  represented  only  development 
efforts  at  this  time  and  that  certain  risks 
had  to  be  resolved  in  order  to  assure  a 
reasonable  degree  of  confidence  to  certify 
to  1980  emission  levels.*  The  CARB  sub¬ 
mitted  data  provided  by  the  manufac¬ 
turers  in  their  1978  certification  applica¬ 
tions  indicating  that  the  average  evap¬ 
orative  emissions  per  test  of  six  1978 
durability  vehicles  v.'as  below  the  1980 
California  standard.*  ''Inally,  taking  into 


’•See  ’Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  301-302. 

*’  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  231,  276,  309,  311, 
319,  321;  see  generally  Memorandum  from 
Michel  W.  Lelferman,  Office  of  Mobile 
Sovirce  Air  Pollution  Contrcd,  EPA,  to  Ben¬ 
jamin  R.  Jackson,  Director,  MSED,  EPA, 
July  18,  1977.  In  commenting  on  the  pro¬ 
pose  Federal  evaporative  emission  regula¬ 
tions  of  December  31,  1976  (41  Fed.  Reg. 
2022,  January  13,  1976),  the  Nissan  Motor 
Company  submitted  data  indicating  that  a 
two  gram  standard  could  be  met  through  the 
application  of  electronic  fuel  injection  tech¬ 
nology.  See  Letter  from  Motoo  Harada,  Nis¬ 
san  Motor  Co.,  to  the  Administrator  of  EPA, 
February  26,  1976,  at  2. 

•’  See  Letter  from  D.  R.  Buist,  Ford  Motor 
Company,  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  Director, 
MSED,  EPA,  June  9,  1977,  at  Exhibits  15,  23- 
39;  see  also  Memorandum  from  Michael  W. 
Lelferman  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra 
note  20,  at  7. 

See  Letter  from  T.  M.  Fisher  to  Benjamin 
R.  Jackson,  supra  note  15,  at  15;  see  also 
Memorandum  from  Michael  W.  Lelferman  to 
Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note  20,  at  6  7. 

See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  314, 323-324,  331- 
333;  see  also  Letter  from  William  C.  Jones, 
American  Motors  Corporation,  to  B.  R.  Jack- 
son,  Director.  MSED,  EPA,  Jime  3,  1977; 
Memorandum  from  Michael  W.  Lelferman  to 
Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note  20,  at  8. 

”  See  Letter  from  William  C.  Jones  to  B.  R. 
Jackson,  supra  note  23,  at  6. 

"  See  supra  note  15;  see  also  Tr.,  supra  note 
8,  at  325,  331-332. 

See  Statenaent  of  California  Air  Re¬ 
sources  Board  Before  the  UB.  EPA  Regarding 
California’s  Request  for  a  Waiver  of  Section 
209(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  In  Order  That 
California  may  Implement  More  Stringent 
Emission  Standards  and  Test  Procedau^s  for 
1978  and  Later  Model  Year  Motorcycles,  Pas¬ 
senger  (Tars,  Light-Duty  Tracks,  and  Me- 
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account  the  comments  of  the  manufac¬ 
turers,”  I  believe  tha'„  the  data  generated 
under  the  Exxon  study  are  to  some  extent 
relevant  to  my  waiver  determination.”  In 
light  of  the  above  discussion  and  the 
judgment  of  my  technical  staff  in  propos¬ 
ing  such  a  standard  on  a  Federal  level,” 
as  well  as  data  obtained  from  the  testing 
of  the  1978  motor  vehicle  certification 
fleet  at  the  EPA  Motor  Vehicle  Emission 
Laboratory  in  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan,”  I 
believe  that  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude 
that  the  status  of  development  “  and  rate 
of  progress  make  it  possible  to  permit 
vehicle  manufacturers  to  meet  the  1980 
California  standard  and  to  certify  a  suffi¬ 
cient  variety  of  vehicles  to  satisfy  basic 
market  demand  in  California.”  Although 
the  manufacturers  have  contended  that 
it  is  feasible  to  comply  with  the  Califor¬ 
nia  two  gram  standard  due  to  the  risks  of 
failure  presently  associated  with  certifi¬ 
cation  to  such  a  standard,  such  a  risk  of 
failure  is  inherent  in  any  compliance 
testing  program  and  is  not  a  ground  for 
the  denial  of  the  waiver  request  under 
consideration.  In  any  event,  my  technical 
staff  has  concluded  that  the  test  vari¬ 
ability  encountered  during  evaporative 
emissions  certification  testing  is  not  sig¬ 
nificantly  different  from  that  currently 
encountered  during  exhaust  emission 
certification  testing,  and  thus,  I  conclude 
that  the  risk  of  noncompliance  due  to 
test  variability  is  acceptable  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  evaporative  emissions  certifica- 


dium-Duty  Vehicles,  in  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  May  16-19,  1977,  at  13-14.  In  submit¬ 
ting  this  data,  the  CARB  did  state,  though, 
that  only  one  of  those  vehicles  tested  had 
accumulated  60,000  miles. 

See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  227-231,  241- 
243,  252;  see  also  Letter  from  T.  M.  Fisher  to 
Benjaihin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note  15,  at  60,  51; 
Letter  from  D.  A.  Jensen  to  John  P.  DeKany, 
supra  note  15. 

^  See  Clarke,  P.  J.,  “Investigation  and  As- 
se.ssment  of  Light  Duty  Vehicle  Evaporative 
Emission  Sources  and  Control,"  Report  Pre¬ 
pared  for  EPA,  June  1976;  see  also  Memoran¬ 
dum  from  Michael  W.  Lelferman  to  Benjamin 
R.  Jackson,  supra  note  20,  at  2. 

=»  See  41  Fed.  Reg.  2022  (January  13,  1976). 

See  Memorandum  from  Michael  W.  Lief- 
erman  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note 
20. 

”  General  Motors,  Ford  and  American 
Motors  are  all  in  the  process  of  conducting 
an  evaporative  emission  control  system  de¬ 
velopment  program  to  establish  final  com¬ 
ponent  designs  and  methods  of  control  to 
meet  the  1980  California  standard.  See  Tr., 
supra  note  8,  at  231-233,  262,  270,  274-277, 
286-287,  299,  306,  314-315,  319,  325-331. 

See  Memorandum  from  Michael  W. 
Lelferman  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra 
note  20.  at  10;  see  also  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at 
282B-284,  300-302.  In  this  connection,  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  previous  decisions  of 
the  Administrator  under  section  209(b)  of 
the  Act,  I  must  reject  General  Motors  con¬ 
tention,  see  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  226-228, 
235,  264-269,  that  the  State  of  California  has 
not  sustained  its  burden  of  proof  in  this 
waiver  proceeding.  See  41  Fed.  Reg.  44209 
(October  7,  1976);  42  Fed.  Reg.  25765  (May 
19, 1977). 


tion.”  Furthermore,  I  have  also  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  emi^ions  from  non-fuel 
sources  during  durability  testing  are  not 
an  additional  risk,  inasmuch  as  the  test 
results  on  which  I  have  based  my  lead 
time  and  technology  determinadons  al¬ 
ready  include  such  emissions.” 

With  respect  to  the  costs  of  compliance 
with  the  1980  .California  standard,  very 
little  specific  information  was  provided 
by  the  manufacturers  at  the  hearing.  The 
CARB  stated  that  the  retail  cost  increase 
of  the  modifications  used  in  the  Exxon 
study  ranged  from  two  to  twenty-five 
dollars  per  vehicle.”  General  Motors  gen¬ 
erally  agreed  with  these  estimates.”  Al¬ 
though  Ford  had  not  yet  considered  such 
costs,  it  anticipated  that  it  would  not 
utilize  underhood  fan  technology  in  de¬ 
veloping  a  system  to  meet  this  standard.” 
The  EPA  technical  staff  has  estimated 
that  the  sales-weighted  retail  price  in¬ 
crease  to  reduce  evaporative  emission 
levels  from  six  grams  to  two  grams  HC 
per  test  would  be  between  one  and  five 
dollars  per  vehicle.” 

As  previously  mentioned,  any  inter¬ 
ested  party  could  submit  certain  further 
information  on  this  finding  between 
October  13,  1977,  and  October  31,  1977. 
This  finding  will  therefore  be  recon¬ 
sidered  in  light  of  this  information. 

IV.  Finding  and  Decision 

Having  given  due  consideration  to  the 
record  of  the  public  hearing,  all  material 
submitted  for  the  record  (as  of  October 
13,  1977),  and  other  relevant  informa¬ 
tion,  I  find  that  1  cannot  make,  at  the 
present  time,  the  determinations  re¬ 
quired  for  a  denial  of  a  waiver  imder  sec¬ 
tion  209(b)  of  the  Act,  and  therefore, 
I  hereby  give  notice  that  I  intend  to  waive 
application  of  section  209(a)  of  the  Act 
to  the  State  of  California  with  respect  to 
the  following  section  of  Title  13  of  the 
California  Administrative  Code: 

Section  1976(b),  as  amended  Novem¬ 
ber  23, 1976,  June  8, 1977,  and  “California 
Evaporative  Emission  Standards  and 


“  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  245-246,  248;  see 
also  Memorandum  from  Michael  W.  Leifer- 
man  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note  20, 
at  3,  5-7,  10.  It  should  also  be  noted  that 
vehicles  can  be  retested  during  the  certifi¬ 
cation  process  If  any  such  vehicle  has  ori¬ 
ginally  failed  to  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  standard.  Based  on  an  analjrsls  of 
available  statistical  Information,  this  op¬ 
portunity  for  retest  should  significantly  re¬ 
duce  the  risks  of  noncompliance  due  to  test 
varabllity.  See  Id. 

^  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  288,  293-294; 
see  also  Letter  from  John  P.  Eppel  to  Thomas 
C.  Austin,  supra  note  15;  Memorandum  from 
Michael  W.  Lelferman  to  Benjamin  R.  Jack- 
son,  supra  note  20,  at  3-5,  10. 

*  See  supra  note  28;  see  also,  Tr.,  supra  note 
8,  at  218. 

*  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  258-259. 

See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  310-311.  The  use 
of  this  type  of  technology  would  certainly  re¬ 
sult  In  a  significant  Increase  in  the  retail 
cost  of  a  motor  vehicle. 

“See  Memorandum  from  Michael  W.  Lelf¬ 
erman  to  Benjamin  R.  Jackson,  supra  note 
20.  at  11-12. 


Test  Procedures  for  1978  and  Subsequent 
Model  Gasoline-Powered  Motor  Vehicles 
Except  Motorcycles,”  adopted  April  16. 

1975,  as  amended  May  14, 1975,  March  31, 

1976,  October  5,  1976,  November  23,  1976, 
and  June  8,  1977. 

■  As  mentioned  above,  I  am  presently  re¬ 
viewing  whether  the  California  determi¬ 
nation  required  under  section  209(b)  of 
the  Act  is  arbitrary  and  capricious.  This 
question  was  recently  considered  at  the 
EPA  hearing  of  October  13,  1977.  A  de¬ 
cision  on  this  question  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  soon  as  my 
review  is  completed. 

If  this  waiver  is  granted,  the  State  of 
California  may  grant  the  background 
allowance  provided  imder  the  relevant 
November  23,  1976,  amendment  to  the 
California  evaporative  emission  regula¬ 
tions  only  during  the  certification  r" 
1980  and  subsequent  model  year  motor 
vehicles.  This  amendment  provides  the 
manufacturers  with  a  1.0  gram  of  HC 
per  test  background  allowance  for  emis¬ 
sion  data  vehicles  during  the  certifica¬ 
tion  of  1978  and  subsequent  model  year 
motor  vehicles.  However,  California  has 
only  requested  a  waiver  for  this  amend¬ 
ment  as  it  applies  to  the  certification  of 
1980  and  subsequent  model  year  motor 
vehicles." 

A  copy  of  the  above  standards  and  pro¬ 
cedures,  as  well  as  the  record  of  this 
hearing  and  those  documents  used  in 
arriving  at  this  decision,  is  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal  working 
hours  (8:00  ajn.  to  4:30  p.m.)  at  the 
UJ5.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  room 
2922  (EPA  Library) ,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Copies  of  the 
standards  and  test  procedures  are  also 
available  upon  request  from  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Air  Resources  Board,  1102  Q 
Street.  Sacramento,  Calif.  95812. 

Dated:  November  2,  1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-32659  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[  6560-01  ] 

(PRL-814-7:  OPP-40006] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  FEDERAL 
AGENCY  PLAN 

Certification  of  Applicators  of  Restricted 
Use  Pesticides 

Under  authority  of  Section  4(a)(1)  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  of  1972,  as  amended 
(FIFRA)  [7  U.S.C.  136b(a)  (1)  ],  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA)  published  a 
Notice  of  Intent  to  Recognize  Federal 
Agency  Certification  of  Federal  Em¬ 
ployees  to  Apply  Restricted  Use  Pesti¬ 
cides.  This  Notice  was  pubUshed  in  the 


“  See  Tr.,  supra  note  8,  at  224-225, 
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Federal  Register  on  August  19,  1977  (42 
FR  41907) . 

In  accordance  with  terms  of  the  Au¬ 
gust  19  Federal  Register  Notice,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  has  submitted  a 
Federal  Agency  Plan  for  the  certification 
of  its  employees  to  aK>ly  restricted  use 
pesticides  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties. . 

The  Administrator  has  reviewed  this 
plan  and  finds  that  it  complies  with  the 
terms  of  the  August  19  Federal  Register 
Notice.  Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  intention  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  approve  the  Department  of 
Defense  plan. 

A  summary  of  this  plan  follows.  The 
^tire  plan,  together  with  attachments, 
may  be  examined  during  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Armed  Forces  Pest  Control  Board,  Forest 
Glen  Section,  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center,  Executive  Secretary,  Washington, 
D.C.  20012,  Phone:  202-^27-6191. 

UB.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Pesticide  Programs  (WH-570),  Rm. 
2709,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  Phone:  202-755-0356. 

UJ5.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  I,  John  P.  Kennedy  Bldg. — Room  2113, 
Boston,  Mass.  02203,  Phone:  617-223-5777. 
trs.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  U,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10007,  Phone:  212-264-8369. 

X7B  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  n,  Curtis  Building,  6th  and  Walnut 
Streets — Rm.  3323,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  19106, 
Phone:  215-697-9869. 

U.S.  Environmental'  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  rv,  345  Courtland  Street,  NE. — ^Rm. 
204,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30308,  Phone:  404-881- 
3621. 

U.S  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  V,  Federal  OfiBce  BuUding,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60604, 
Phone:  312-353-2192. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  VI,  1201  Elm  Street,  First  Interna¬ 
tional  Bldg. — 28th  floor,  Dallas,  Tex.  75270, 
Phone:  214-749-1121. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  VII,  1736  Baltimore  Avenue,^  1st  floor, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64108,  Phone: '816-374— 
3036. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  Vlil,  1860  Lincoln  Street,  Suite  900, 
Denver.  Colo.  80295;  Phone:  303-837-3926. 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  IX,  216  Fremont  Street,  6th  floor,  San 
FYancisco,  Calif.  94105,  Phone:  415-556- 
3352. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
gion  X,  1200  Sixth  Avenue — Rm.  IIC, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98101,  Phone:  206-442-1090. 

The  plan  is  also  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  selected  Department  of  Defense 
installations  throughout  the  country.  In¬ 
terested  persons  desiring  the  location  of 
the  installation  in  their  State  should  con¬ 
tact  the  Armed  Forces  Pest  Control 
Board  at  the  address  given  above. 

Summary  of  Federal  Agency  Plan 

The  OfiBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Energy,  Environment  and  Safety) , 
Armed  Forces  Pest  Control  Board 
(AFPCB)  was  designated  as  the  lead 
agency  responsible  for  the  program’s  de¬ 
velopment,  implementatkm  and  coordi¬ 
nation. 


In  its  ccxirdinating  o^iacity  the 
AFPCB  serves  as  a  constiltant  body  to 
the  co<K>erating  military  services  on  pest 
managonent  programs,  provides  liaismi 
with  other  F^eral  and  State  agencies 
in  these  matters,  and  provides  guidance 
to  the  cewperating  agencies  on  standards 
for  pesticide  applicator  competency  lev¬ 
els.  The  cooperating  agencies  specified  in 
the  plan  are:  Department  of  the  Army, 
OfiBce  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and 
OfiBce  of  the  Surgeon  General;  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy,'"Naval  Facilities  En¬ 
gineering  Command  and  Bureau  of  Med¬ 
icine  and  Surgery;  Department  of  the 
Air  Force,  Directorate  of  Civil  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  OfiBce  of  the  Surgeon  General. 

Federal  emplo3rees  are  considered  by 
EPA  to  be  commercial  applicators.  The 
Department  of  Defense  has  proposed  cer¬ 
tification  for  its  employees  in  one  or 
more  of  the  10  commercial  categories 
defined  in  40  CFR  Section  171.3  plus  an 
additional  projxised  category  defined  as 
Aerial  Applicator  Pest  Control.  Hie  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  has  requested  EPA 
to  approve  this  additional  category  ad¬ 
dressing  the  application  of  pesticides  by 
aircraft,  which  includes  dispersal  of  pes¬ 
ticides  for  control  of  mosquitoes  and 
other  insects  of  medical  importance  and 
for  the  control  of  vegetation  and  eco¬ 
nomic  pests  which  damac^  or  destroy 
property.  In  the  EPA  established  cate¬ 
gory  of  Agricultural  Pest  Control,  cer¬ 
tification  will  only  be  provided  in  the 
Animal  subcategory.  The  Department  of 
Defense  is  not  involved  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  pesticides  to  croplands  and  feere- 
fore  does  not  propose  at  this  time  to 
certify  in  the  Plant  subcategory.  Should 
a  need  arise  in  the  future,  specific  train¬ 
ing  and  testing  procedures  would  be  de¬ 
veloped  and  submitted  for  consideration. 
The  plan  estimates  that  2400  applicators 
will  be  certified  and  that  most  of  these 
appheators  will  hold  certification  in  at 
least  three  categories. 

The  applicator  certification  program 
consists  of  a  training  phase  and  a  cer¬ 
tification  phase.  While  not  all  categories 
of  applicators  must  undergo  training,  if 
they  meet  specified  criteria,  all  must  be 
examined  for  competency.  Prior  to  cer¬ 
tification  all  applicators  must  pass  a 
written  examination  and  demonstrate 
on-the-job  competency.  Samples  of  writ¬ 
ten  test  questions  are  included  in  the 
plan. 

All  applicators  currently  authorized  to 
apply  pesticides  under  existing  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  regulations  wUl  be  re¬ 
quired  to  become  certified  under  the  new 
procedures  as  specified  in  the  plan.  Fur¬ 
ther,  all  applicators  who  have  not  under¬ 
gone  training  since  October  21,  1972  in 
Department  of  Defense  courses  compar¬ 
able  to  those  contained  in  the  plan  will 
undergo  the  training  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  plan. 

The  certification  process  allows  for  the 
inclusion  of  more  stringent  substantive 
State  standards.  In  instances  where  a 
State  decides  its  substantive  standard  is 
more  stringent  than  or  is  additional  to 
standards  established  in  the  plan,  it  may 
notify  the  Department  of  Defense  and 


request  cmni^Dce.  Tbe  request  will  be 
immediately  forwarded  to  tbe  Adminis¬ 
trator.  EPA.  As  soon  as  possible  there¬ 
after,  the  Department  of  Defoose  will 
forward  its  (pinion  as  to  whether  the 
standard  is  substantive  or  administra¬ 
tive  in  nature.  In  cases  of  disagreanent 
between  the  State  and  the  D^iiartment 
of  Defense,  the  plan  proposes  mediatkm 
by  the  Administrator,  EIPA. 

Certification  is  valid  for  a  period  not 
to  exceed  three  years.  The  plan  cites  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  Directives  that  re¬ 
quire  the  cooperating  agencies  to  con¬ 
duct  periodic  programs  to  assure  that  ap¬ 
plicators  continue  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  changing  technology.  Annual 
inspections  of  installation  pest  control 
activities  will  be  performed  by  profes¬ 
sional  pest  management  personnel  at 
which  time  competency  of  certified  em¬ 
ployees  will  be  evaluated  and  recom¬ 
mendations  for  early  recertification  will 
be  made  as  required. 

Certified  applicators  will  be  issued  a 
certificate  and  wallet-size  identification 
card  to  be  carried  when  applying  pesti¬ 
cides  or  supervising  their  application. 
These  documents  will  identify  the  certi¬ 
fied  applicator,  the  categories  in  which 
he  is  certified,  the  date  of  issuance,  ex¬ 
piration  date,  and  issuing  authority.  An 
example  of  this  document  is  contained 
in  the  plan. 

Pesticides  will  be  applied  either  by  a 
certified  applicator  or  by  a  competent 
applicator  under  the  control  of  a  certi¬ 
fied  applicatoi'.  The  degree  of  super¬ 
vision  will  depend  upon  the  potential 
hazards  associated  with  the  operation. 
The  certified  applicator  will  retain  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  will  be  available  if  and 
when  required. 

Authority  for  the  denying,  suspending 
and  revoking  certification  rests  with  the 
installation  commander  in  consultation 
with  appropriate  command  pest  man¬ 
agement  personnel.  Any  applicator  who 
falsifies  records  or  who  violates  any  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  Including  the 
prohibition  against  misuse  of  pesticides, 
may  have  his  certification  suspended  or 
revoked.  In  the  event  of  criminal  con¬ 
viction  or  imposition  of  a  civil  penalty 
for  violations  of  FIFRA,  the  installation 
commander  will  initiate  immediate  ac¬ 
tion  to  suspend  or  revoke  certification. 

The  plan  states  as  an  objective  the 
institution  of  Integrated  Pest  Manage¬ 
ment  programs  at  all  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  installations.  The  plan  reviews 
past  Department  of  Defense  activities  in 
the  Integrated  Pest  Management  area, 
including  research,  and  discusses  future 
Department  of  Defense  activities  in  this 
area. 

A  report  on  pesticide  usage  is  sub¬ 
mitted  monthly  by  each  military  instal¬ 
lation  to  the  appropriate  cooperating 
agency  pest  management  professional. 
The  report  is  standardized  with  a  sample 
included  in  the  plan  and  identifies  pesti¬ 
cides  being  employed  in  control  pro¬ 
grams,  amounts,  method  of  application, 
dosage  used  an<l  area  treated.  This  in¬ 
formation  is  maintained  and  available 
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for  at  least  two  years  to  Federal  officials 
and  State  Lead  Agency  officials. 

Annual  reports  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Administrator,  EPA.  The  report  will 
contain  Information  as  outlined  in  40 
CFR  Section  171.7(d)  and  other  infor¬ 
mation  that  is  considered  appropriate. 
The  repwrt  will  be  based  on  the  activities 
for  the  fiscal  year  and  will  be  submitted 
by  March  31.  Other  reports  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  as  required  by  the  Administrator. 

Public  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
Federal  Agency  Plan  for  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  U.S.  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (WH-570),  401  M  Street,  S.W., 
Rm.  2709.  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
ATTN:  John  MacDonald,  phone:  202- 
755-0356.  Such  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  December  12,  1977 
and  should  bear  the  identifying  notation 
OPP-40006. 

Dated;  November  3,  1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.77-32526  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 6560-01 ] 

(FRL  814—61 

SCIENCE  ADVISORY  BOARD  ENVIRON¬ 
MENTAL  HEALTH  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

Under  Public  Law  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  meeting  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Health  Advisory  Committee 
of  the  Science  Advisory  Board  scheduled 
for  November  17  and,  if  necessary,  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977,  will  not  be  held.  The 
meeting  w'as  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  42,  No.  210,  page  57157,  on 
Tuesday,  November  1, 1977. 

The  meeting  will  be  rescheduled  for 
some  time  in  December  1977.  The  new 
date  and  details  of  the  rescheduled  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register  shortly. 

Further  information  on  this  concella- 
tion  and  rescheduling  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Secretariat,  Science  Advisory 
Board  (A-101),  U.S.  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Please  ask  for  Mrs.  Ilene  Stein  or  Ms. 
Barbara  Robinson.  The  telephone  num¬ 
ber  is  703-557-7720, 

Richard  M.  Dowd, 

Staff  Director. 

Science  Advisory  Board. 

November  4,  1977. 

I FR  Doc, 77-32537  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[  6560-01  ] 

[FRL  815-2] 

STATE  OF  ILLINOIS  PROGRAM  FOR  CON¬ 
TROL  OF  DISCHARGES  OF  POLLUTANTS 
TO  NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Approval 

Notice  is  given  hereby  that  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 


(EPA)  has  granted  the  State  of  Illinois’ 
request  for  approval  of  its  program  for 
controlling  discharges  of  pollutants  to 
navigable  waters  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimina¬ 
tion  System  (NPDES) ,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  402(b)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act,  as  amended  (PIj.  92- 
500,  86  Stat.  816,  33  U.S.C.  1251;  the 
Act). 

Section  402  of  the  Act  established 
the  NPDES  program,  imder  which  the 
Adminitsrator  of  EPA  may  issue  permits 
for  the  discharge  of  a  pollutant  upon 
the  condition  that  the  discharge  meets 
the  applicable  requirements  of  the  Act. 
Section  402(b)  provides  that  any  State 
desiring  to  administer  its  own  permit 
program  for  discharges  into  navigable 
waters  within  its  jurisdiction  may  sub¬ 
mit  its  proposed  program  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  If  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  State  has  adequate  au¬ 
thority  to  carry  out  the  requirements  of 
the  Act,  he  shall  approve  the  submitted 
program  and  suspend  the  issuance  of 
permits  as  to  those  navigable  waters  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  program.  Guidelines  specify¬ 
ing  procedural  and  other  elements  for 
State  NPDES  programs  appear  at  40 
CFR  Part  124  (as  amended  by  38  FR 
18000,  July  5,  1973,  and  38  FR  19894, 
July  24, 1973). 

On  July  8,  1977,  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Illinois  submitted  a  prc^am 
for  carrying  out  its  proposed  NPDES 
prc^am.  On  September  7,  1977,  EPA 
conducted  a  public  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  NPDES  program  in  Chicago,  Ill. 
After  a  review  of  the  Illinois  program, 
the  accompanying  legal  certification, 
and  all  comments  submitted  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  during  and  following  the  public  hear¬ 
ing,  the  Administrator  determined  that 
the  State’s  authority  was  adequate  to 
carry  out  the  requirements  of  the 
Act,  and  so  inform^  <3k>vernor  James 
Thompson  in  a  letter  dated  October  23, 
1977. 

As  of  October  23,  1977,  the  Illinois 
NPDES  permit  program  is  being  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Illinois  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  2200  Churchill  Road, 
Springfield,  Ill.  62706,  telephone  217- 
782-3397.  Mr.  Mike  Mauzy  is  the  Acting 
Director  of  the  Agency.  The  Illinois 
program  is  being  administered  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Illinois  statutes  and  regu¬ 
lations  and  a  Memorandum  of  Agree¬ 
ment  between  Illinois  and  EPA’s  Region 
V  Office,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60604,  telephone  312-353- 
2000.  All  pertinent  documents  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Agency,  at 
EPA’s  Chicago  Regional  Office,  and  at 
EPA’s  Headquarters  in  Room  3201,  Wa¬ 
terside  Mall,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20460. 

Dated:  November  3, 1977. 

Richard  D.  Wilson, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.77-32661  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 6560-01 ] 

[FRL  816-1;  (OPP-42024B)  ] 

STATE  OF  TEXAS 

State  Plan  for  Certification  of  Commercial 

and  Private  Appiicators  of  Restricted  Use 

Pesticides,  Approvai  Status 

Section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  In- 
secticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticlde  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  mended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136  et.  seq.) ,  and  the  implement¬ 
ing  regulations,  found  at  40  CFR  Part 
171,  require  each  State  desiring  to  certify 
applicators  to  submit  a  plan  for  such  pur¬ 
pose,  subject  to  approval  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) .  On 
October  13,  1976,  the  Texas  State  Plan 
was  approved  contingent  upon  enactment 
of  proposed  amendments  to  existing  leg¬ 
islation  and  subsequent  promulgation  of 
implementing  regulations.  Notice  of  con¬ 
tingent  approval  was  published  on  No¬ 
vember  9, 1976  (41  FR  49517) . 

The  Texas  legislature  adjourned  with¬ 
out  meeting  the  proposed  legislative 
contingencies.  However,  the  Texas  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  as  lead  agency, 
has  proposed  an  alternative  regulatory 
approach  which  it  asserts  wUl  effectively 
prevent  use  of  restricted  use  pesticides 
by  uncertified  persons  and  will  thereby 
accomplish  the  same  objectives  as  the 
proposed  statutory  amendments.  The 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  requested 
that  EPA  accept  this  alternative  ap¬ 
proach  in  lieu  of  legislative  changes  upon 
which  contingent  approval  was  premised. 
This  alternative  approach,  which  is  de¬ 
signed  to  limit  the  sale  or  distribution  of 
restricted  use  pesticides  to  certified  ap¬ 
plicators  or  persons  working  under  their 
direct  supervision,  is  described  below. 

On  October  21,  1977,  the  Texas  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  adopted  amend¬ 
ments  to  Texas  Pesticide  Control  Regu¬ 
lation  176.23.10.111,  promulgated  under 
authority  of  Article  135b-5,  Texas  Civil 
Statutes,  as  follows: 

111.  Pesticide  Dealers 

(d)  Records  of  sales  of  restricted-use  or 
state-limited  use  pesticides. 

(1)  All  pesticide  dealers  are  required  to 
maintain  records  of  sales  for  a  period  of  two 
years. 

(2)  These  records  will  be  submitted  to 
the  commissioner  at  his  request. 

(3)  Information  to  be  recorded  in  the  reg¬ 
ister  shall  Include ; 

(A)  Name  [and]  address,  and  certified  ap¬ 
plicator  number  of  the  person  to  whom  the 
pesticide  was  sold  or  delivered:  (B)  date  of 
sale:  (C)  brand  name  and  manufacturer  of 
the  pesticide;  (D)  quantity  of  pesticide  sold. 

(4)  Invoices  with  above  information  wUl  be 
accepted  as  record  as  long  as  they  are  kept 
separate  from  other  sales  records. 

(5)  Restricted- use  or  state-limited-use 
pesticides  can  only  be  sold  to  certified  ap¬ 
plicators  or  person  acting  under  the  direct 
supervision  of  a  certified  applicator. 

In  addition,  Texas  has  agreed  to  con¬ 
duct  regular  spot  checks  of  dealer  rec¬ 
ords  to  «isure  compUance  with  the 
State’s  prohibition  against  sale  of  re¬ 
stricted-use  pesticides  to  uncertified  ap¬ 
plicators,  and  will  further  notify  EPA  of 
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any  known  or  suspected  sale  of  restricted 
pesticides  to  uncertified  applicators. 

Under  Section  21  of  the  Texas  Pesticide 
Control  Act,  the  Commissioner  of  Agri¬ 
culture  is  authorized  to  establish  a  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  certification  of  private  ap¬ 
plicators  to  use  restricted-vise  pesticides. 
To  date  the  Texas  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  has  certified  41,707  private  and 
10,631  commercial  applicators.  Once  an 
applicator  becomes  certified,  he  comes 
under  thf  full  regulatory  authorities  re¬ 
quired  in  40  CFR  171.7(b)  (1)  (iii). 

The  Texas  legislature  has  appropriated 
funds  to  the  Texas  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Texas  State  law  provides  for 
the  collection  of  testing  and  licensing 
fees  which  will  be  used  to  administer  the 
certification  program. 

The  Regional  Administrator,  EPA  Re¬ 
gion  VI,  in  recognition  of  the  actions  of 
the  State  to  strengthen  its  regulatory 
program  at  the  dealer  level,  agrees  that 
the  Texas  approach  offers  an  effective 
means  to  prevent  uncertified  use  of  re¬ 
stricted  pesticides.  She  has,  therefore,  de¬ 
termined  that  all  legal  authorities  re¬ 
quired  by  FIFRA  and  40  CFR  Part  171 
are  now  enacted  and  promulgated,  and 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  Texas  State 
Plan  is  now  fully  approved. 

Dated:  October  28, 1977. 

Adlene  Harrison, 
Regional  Administrator, 

Region  VI. 

[FR  Doc.77-32660  Piled  11-9-77; 8:46  am] 

[6715-01  ] 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

[Notice  1977-62] 

PUBLICATION  OF  ADVISORY  OPINION 
REQUESTS  D;SC0NTINUED 

Effective  October  1, 1977,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  discontinued  its  practice  of  pub¬ 
lishing  summaries  of  Advisory  Opinion 
Requests  in  the  Federal  Register;  how¬ 
ever,  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C.  §  437f(c)  and 
the  procedures  reflected  in  Part  112  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations,  as  pre¬ 
scribed  April  13,  1977  (42  FR  19324)  and 
codified  in  Title  11  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  Advisory  Opinion  Re¬ 
quests  will  continue  to  be  made  public  at 
^e  Commission  as  they  are  received. 
Copies  of  Advisory  Opinion  Requests  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  pur¬ 
chase  at  the  Federal  Election  Cwnmis- 
sion.  Public  Records  Division,  1325  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20463. 

The  Commission  will  continue  periodi¬ 
cally  to  prepare  and  make  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  a  cumula¬ 
tive  subject  matter  index  of  Advisory 
Opinions  (AO)  issued.  The  index  will 
also  include  AO  citations  to  the  relevant 
sections  of  the  U.S.  Code  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission. 

Tliis  change  in  publishing  summaries 
of  AORs  in  the  Federal  Register  is  (x:ca- 
sioned  by  the  Legislative  Branch  Appro¬ 


priations  Act  of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-94,  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1977). 

Dated:  November  2,  1977. 

Thouas  E.  Harris, 
Chairman  for  the 
Federal  Election  Commission. 
[PR  Doc.77-32637  Piled  ll-9-77;8:46  am] 

[ 6730-01 ] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Notice  of  Certificates  issued 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  vessel  owners  and/or  operators  have 
established  evidence  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels  indi¬ 
cated,  as  required  by  Section  311  (p)  (1) 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act,  and  have  been  issued  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  Certificates  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution)  pur¬ 
suant' to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR. 

In  addition,  notice  is  also  given  that 
the  operators  indicated  by  an  asterisk 
(•)  have  established  evidence  of  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility,  with  respect  to  the 
vessels  indicated,  as  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  (c)  of  Section  204  Trans-Alaska 
Pipehne  Authorization  Act,  and  have 
been  issued  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  Certificates  of  Financial  Responsi¬ 
bility  (Alaska  Pipeline)  pursuant  to  Part 
543  of  Title  46  CFR. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

01011 _  Aktleselskabet  det  Ostaslatlske 

Kompagni:  Fionia. 

01016---  C.  Clausen  Dampskibsrederi  A/S: 

Dorrit  Clausen,  Clara  Clausen. 

01032 _  The  Graig  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 

Graigwen. 

01036--  Ove  Skou:  Arctic  Skou. 

01069 _  London  &  Overseas  Freighters 

Ltd.:  London  Earl. 

01186 _  Aksjeselskapet  Kosmos:  Jarilla. 

01429 _  Pacific  Maritime  Services  Ltd.: 

Soldier  Prince. 

01633 _  Henry  Nielsen  OY/AB:  Puhos. 

01610—  C  P  Industries  Inc. :  CF  206,  CF  205, 
201. 

01910 _  Deutsche  Dampfschifffahrts  Ge- 

sellschaft  “Hansa” :  Seatrain 
Valley  Forge,  Rauenfels. 

01994 _  Providence  Shipping  Co.:  Gedeh. 

02013 _  Granges  AB:  Suorva. 

02032 _  D  B  Deniz  Nakllyati  T  A  S:  Amiral 

Fahri  Engin. 

02162 _  A/P  Klaveness  &  Co.  A/S:  Solstad. 

02301 _  Navlera  Vlzcalna  S.A.;  Mundaca. 

Almirante  Rotaeche. 

02416 _  Boland  &  Cornelius  Inc.:  Belle 

River. 

02600---  Collier  Carbon  &  Chemical  Corp.: 

Columbia,  Cornucopia. 

02619 _  S.A.  Louis  Dreyfus  &  Cle:  Edouard 

L.D. 

02621 _  Metcalfe  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Du- 

nelmia,  Industria. 

02682 _ Jugoslaevnska  Tankerska  Plovldba 

Oour  Jugotanker:  Gospic,  Molat. 

02610 _  Peter  Dohle  Schlffahrts-KG :  Ata- 

lanta,  Impala. 

02867 _  TYans-Paclfic  Shipping  Co.:  Pac- 

merchant. 


Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

02935 _  Cable  &  Wireless  Ltd.:  Cable  Ven¬ 

ture. 

02966—  Ashland  Oil  Inc.:  Ellis-2007. 

03004 _  Rederi  AB  Soya:  Rigoletto. 

03467 _  Nichiro  Gyogyo  K.K.:  Shinsei 

Maru  No.  7,  Akebono  Maru  No.  25. 

03626 _  Hygrade  Operators,  Inc.:  Hygrade 

No.  10. 

03980 _  Moran  Towing  &  Transportation 

Co..  Inc.:  Margaret  Moran. 

04066 _  Ugland  Shipping  Co.  A/S  Jorgen¬ 

sens  Rederi  A/S  Skibs  A/8  Ky- 
sten:  Rosyth. 

04367—  Nedlloyd  Lijnen  B.V.:  Nedlloyd 
Dejima,  Nedlloyd  Delft,  Nedlloyd 
Tasman,  Nedlloyd  Leuve,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Loire,  Nedlloyd  Lek,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Linge,  Nedlloyd  Waalekerk, 
Nedlloyd  Westerkerk,  Nedlloyd 
Willemskerk,  Nedlloyd  Wisse- 
kerk,  Nedlloyd  Rhone,  Nedlloyd 
Rijn,  Nedlloyd  Serooskerk,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Simonskerk,  Nedlloyd  Si- 
noutskerk,  Nedlloyd  Spaarne- 
kerk,  Nedlloyd  Steenkerk,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Streefkerk,  Nedlloyd 
Schelde,  Nedlloyd  Schie,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Seine,  Nedlloyd  Maas,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Madison,  Nedlloyd  Main, 
Nedlloyd  Marne,  Nedlloyd  Mer¬ 
sey,  Nedlloyd  Merwe,  Nedlloyd 
Mississippi,  Nedlloyd  Musi,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Ebro,  Nedlloyd  Eems,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Elbe,  Nedlloyd  Waal,  Ned¬ 
lloyd  Weser,  Nedlloyd  Kapelle, 
Nedlloyd  Karakorum,  Nedlloyd 
Laarderkerk,  Nedlloyd  Lelykerk, 
Nedlloyd  Bovenkerk,  Nedlloyd 
Kyoto,  Nedlloyd  Kimberly,  Won- 
osobo,  Zuiderkerk,  Zonnekerk, 
Zaankerk,  Batu,  Batjan,  Leider- 
kerk,  Banggai,  Nedlloyd  Kings¬ 
ton,  Nedlloyd  Kembla,  Nedlloyd 
Katwikj,  Amstelstad,  Nedlloyd 
Rockanje. 

04404 —  Lars  Rej  Johansen:  Johero. 

04422--.  Hai  Shang  Navigation  Corp.: 

Grand  Justice,  Grand  Navigator, 
Grand  Unity. 

04668 —  Dalel  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kalsha: 
Daiei  Maru  No.  22. 

04666---  Consolidated  Navigation  Corp.: 
Burmah  Spar. 

04664 _  Hindman  Transportation  Co.  Ltd.: 

George  Hindman. 

04803 _  Brent  Towing  Co.  Inc.:  B-20a4, 

B-2028. 

06368 —  Kyowa  Kaiun  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 
Takatsuki  Maru. 

06648 _  Dravo  Corp.:  Helen  R. 

06677 _  Far  Eastern  Shipping  Co.:  Bots- 

man  Moshkov. 

06019 _  Field  Tank  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.: 

Eden  field. 

06063 _  Belcher  Towing  Co.:  Belcher  No. 

28. 

06812 _  Cho  Yang  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 

Duchess. 

06877 —  Soclete  Francaise  De  Transports 
Maritimes:  Penavel. 

06965 _  Scandinavian  Motorships  AB: 

Bellman. 

07366—  Compagnle  Maritime  Des  Char- 

gevirs  Reunis:  American  Arrow. 

08022 _  Kissel  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Car 

Liner  No.  1,  Car  Liner  No.  2. 

08064 _ _  Santa  Fe-Pomeroy  Marine  Services 

Co.:  Azteca. 

08071--.  Anglo  Nordic  Bulkships  (Manage¬ 
ment)  Ltd.:  Julius  Hammer. 

06176—.  Gunther  Schulz  Schulauer  Sohlf- 
fahrtskontor:  Oeland.  ^ 
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Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessel* 

08617 _  Palrmcmt  Enterprises  Ltd.:  True 

Joy. 

09038 _  Umpqua  River  Navigation  Co.  Di¬ 

vision  of  Bohemia,  Inc.:  Ump¬ 
qua.  No.  6. 

09204 _  Sea  Alaska  Products  Inc.:  Stormy 

Seas. 

09822 _  Man  Cheung  Yuen  Services  Ltd.: 

Everdawn. 

09792-. -  United  Pair  Agencies  Ltd.:  Grand 
Spruce. 

09885 _  Imro  Maritima  S.A.:  Noga. 

10260 _  Hollywood  Marine  Inc.:  TCB  307, 

Offshore  Fueler,  Hollywood  1806, 
Belcher  No.  35. 

10997 _  Spanocean  Ltd.:  Irish  Wasa. 

11005 _  Reederel  E.  Jacob  K.  G.:  Josef 

Stewing. 

11083--.  Sagaml  Marine  Industries  Co. 

Ltd.:  Tengco. 

11680 _  Murt.n  Shipping  Corp.:  Prot'i- 

dence. 

11724 _  Pentland  Management  Services 

Ltd.;  Pentland  Moor. 

11828 _  Kosmos  Bulkschlffahrt  Gmbh: 

Hildeshcim. 

11990 _  Reforma  S.A.:  The  Big  R. 

99013  _  Mobil  Oil  Corp.:»  Mobil  Arctic, 

Mobil  Meridan. 

99014  _  United  Carriers  Inc.:  •  Hercules. 

99015  _  Alaska  Bulk  Carriers  Inc.;*  Gla¬ 

cier  Bay. 

99016  _  Manhatttm  Tankers  Co.,  Inc.:* 

Manhattan. 

99017  _  B.  P.  Tanker  Co.  Ltd.:*  British 

Resolution. 

99018  _  Albatross  Tanker  Corp.:*  Erna 

Elisabeth. 

99018 _  Albatross  Tanker  Corp.:*  Erna 

seas  Joyce. 

99021—  Gulf  Oil  Corp.:*  Gulfking,  Gulf- 

prince,  Gulfknight,  Gulf  queen, 
American  Spirit. 

99022 _  Monticello  Tanker  Co.:*  Monti- 

cello  Victory. 

By  the  Commission. 

Fuancis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FB  Doc.77  32621  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  amj 

[  6732-01  ] 

FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND 
CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

ARBITRATION  SERVICES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  FMCS 
Arbitration  Services  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  in  accordance  with  section  10  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  of  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1972  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat. 
770-776),  will  meet  on  Thursday,  De¬ 
cember  1,  and  Friday,  December  2,  1977, 
at  9:30  a.m.,  in  Conference  Room  412, 
2100  K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  agenda  is  as  follows : 

I.  Status  of  recertification  of  arbitra¬ 
tion  roster. 

n.  Arbitration  roster  review  board, 
in.  Fiscal  year  1977  statistics. 

IV.  Staffing  of  Office  of  Arbitration 
Services. 

V_,  Progress  on  publication  of  awards. 
Tnis  meeting  shall  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic. 

Communications  regarding  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  be  addressed  to: 


Mr.  John  Canestralght,  Aasociste  Director, 
Office  of  Arbitration  Services.  Federal  Me¬ 
diation  and  Conciliation  Service.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20427. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  third 
day  of  November  1977. 

Wayne  L.  Horvitz, 

Director. 

|FR  Doc.77-32607  Plied  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[6210-01 ] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

GREENWALD  BANCSHARES,  INC. 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Co. 

Greenwald  Baneshares.  Inc.,  Green- 
wald,  Minn.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  §  1842 
(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  by  acquiring  80.3  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  State  Bank  of 
Greenwald,  Greenwald,  Minn.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  fcH-th  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  7, 1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  November  4,  1977. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

I  PR  Doc.77-32592  Filed  11-9-77;  8: 45  am] 

[6210-01] 

FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKH*  COMMITTEE 

Authorization  for  Domestic  Open  Market 
Operations 

On  October  18, 1977,  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee  voted  to  decrease 
from  $3  billion  to  $2  billion  the  limit  on 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  holdings  of  special 
short-term  certificates  of  indebtedness 
purchased  directly  from  the  Treasury, 
specified  in  paragraph  2  of  the  Authori¬ 
zation  for  Domestic  Open  Market  Opera¬ 
tions,  effective  immediately.  The 
amended  paragraph  reads  as  follows: 

2.  The  Federal  Open  Market  Committee  au¬ 
thorizes  and  directs  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  New  York,  or,  under  sp>eclal  circum¬ 
stances.  such  as  when  the  New  York  Reserve 
Bank  is  closed.  Einy  other  Federal  Reserve 
Bank,  to  purchase  directly  from  the  Treasujy 
for  its  own  acc.:<uttt  (with  discretion.  I  t  ca^s 
where  it  seems  desirable,  to  Issue  participa¬ 
tions  to  one  or  more  Federal  Reserve  Banks) 
such  amounts  of  special  short-term  certifi¬ 
cates  of  Indebtedness  as  may  be  necessary 
from  time  to  time  for  the  temporary  accom¬ 
modation  of  the  Treasury;  provided  that  the 
rate  charged  on  such  certificates  shall  be  a 
rate  one-fourth  of  1  percent  below  the  dis¬ 
count  rate  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
New  York  at  the  time  of  such  purchases,  and 
provided  further  that  the  total  amount  of 
such  certificates  held  at  any  one  time  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  shall  not  exceed 
$2  billion. 


Not*. — ^For  paragraph  3  of  ttie  Authoriza¬ 
tion  see  40  FR  10660.  By  order  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Open  Market  Committee,  November  2, 
19T? 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 

Secretary. 

IFK  Doc.77-32591  Filed  11-0-77:8:45  am] 

[  6750-01  ] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

STAFF  MEMBERS 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  provided  by 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1961  (26 
FR  6191),  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  announces  that  it  has  made  tlie 
following  delegation  of  authority: 

With  regard  to  investig'tions  arising 
under  Section  4.1(e)  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice,  16  CFR  4.1(e),  the  Commission 
has  delegated  to  the  General  Counsel  the 
power  to  issue  Investigational  subpoenas. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission  dated 
October  26.  1977. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-32534  Piled  li-9-77;8;45  am.] 

[  1610-01  ] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  w’as  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  November  3,  1977.  See  44  UB.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sixmsoring  the  proposed  collectiMi  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
NRC  request  are  invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizatimis,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  request, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  November  28,  1977, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  John 
Lovelady,  Acting  Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review,  U.S.  General 
Accounting  Office,  Roc«n  5033,  441  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-275-3532. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

The  NRC  requests  an  extension  with¬ 
out  change  clearance  of  10  CFTl  33.13, 
33.14,  and  33.15  which  contain  reporting 
requirements  for  applications  for  specific 
licenses  of  broad  scope  for  byproduct 
material.  Section  33.13  includes  the  re- 
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quirements  for  issuance  of  a  “Type  A 
specific  license  of  broad  scope;”  section 
33.14  includes  the  requirements  for  is¬ 
suance  of  a  “Type  B  specific  license  of 
broad  scope;”  and  section  33.15  includes 
the  requirements  for  a  “Type  C  specific 
Ucense  of  broad  scope.”  The  NRC  esti¬ 
mates  that  applicants  number  approxi¬ 
mately  60  annually  and  that  reporting 
time  averages  32  hours  for  applications 
under  section  33.13;  4  hours  for  applica¬ 
tions  under  section  33.14;  and  one-half 
hour  for  applications  under  section  33.15. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.77-32601  Filed  ll-9-77;8:46  am] 

[4110-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 
Meeting 

AGENCY :  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Vocational  Education. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  forth¬ 
coming  meetings  of  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Coimcil  on  Vocational  Education.  It 
also  describes  the  functions  of  the  Coim- 
cil.  Notice  of  these  meetings  is  required 
under  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  Appendix  1,  10(a)  (a)  (a) ). 
This  document  is  intended  to  notify  the 
general  public  of  their  opportunity  to 
attend. 

DATE:  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  December 
5.  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Sheraton  Seaside  Hotel, 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  at  the  Boardwalk, 
Atlantic  City,  N.  J. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Virginia  Solt,  NACVE  Staff,  425  13th 

Street  NW.,  Suite  412,  Washington, 

D.C.  20004,  202-376-8873. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  Vo¬ 
cational  Education  is  established  under 
Section  104  of  the  Vocational  Education 
Amendments  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-576. 
The  Council  is  directed  to: 

(A)  Advise  the  Commissioner  concern¬ 
ing  the  administration  of,  preparation 
of  general  regulations  for,  and  operation 
of,  vocational  education  programs  sup¬ 
ported  with  assistance  imder  this  title; 

(B)  Review  the  administration  and 
operation  of  vocational  education  pro¬ 
grams  under  this  title,  including  the 
effectiveness  of  such  programs  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  purposes  for  which  they  are 
established  and  operated,  make  recom¬ 
mendations  with  respect  thereto,  and 
make  annual  reports  of  its  findings  and 
recommendations  (including  recom¬ 
mendations  for  changes  in  the  provisions 


of  this  title)  to  the  Secretary  for  trans¬ 
mittal  to  the  Congress;  and 

(C)  Conduct  independent  evaluations 
of  programs  carried  out  under  this  title 
and  publish  and  distribute  the  results 
thereof. 

The  Meeting  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Vocational  Education  on  De¬ 
cember  5,  1977,  will  include  the  following 
agenda  items: 

(a.m.)  Report  of  the  C3hairman. 

Report  of  the  Executive  Director. 

Approval  of  September  Minutes. 

Introduction  of  Guests. 

Review  of  Budget  Commitments. 

Discussion  of  Other  Council  Reports 
and  Business. 

(p.m.)  Continuation  of  Discussion  of 
Other  Council  Reports  and  Business. 

A  Meeting  of  the  Council  Task  Force 
on  the  Administration  and  Operation  of 
the  Bureau  of  Occupational  and  Adult 
Education  of  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
will  take  place  at  1:30  p.m.  on  Saturday, 
December  3,  1977,  in  the  St.  Giles  Room 
at  the  Resorts  International  West  which 
is  a  part  of  the  Chalfont  Hadden  Hotel. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Cotmcil 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  four¬ 
teen  days  after  the  Meeting  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Vocational  Educa¬ 
tion  located  at  425  13th  Street  NW.,  Suite 
412,  Washington,  D.C.  20004,  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(b). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  7, 1977. 

Reginald  E.  Petty, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Voca¬ 
tional  Education. 

[FR  Doc.77-32573  Filed  11-9-77:8:46  am] 


[4110-12] 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION 
STATISTICS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Education  Statis¬ 
tics  will  be  held  on  December  7,  1977, 
from  9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  room  on  the  6th  floor,  200  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201.  The  meeting  will  be  continued  on 
December  8,  1977,  from  9  a.m.  to  4:30 
p.m.  at  the  same  location. 

The  Advisory  Council  on  Education 
Statistics  is  mandated  by  section  406(c) 
of  the  General  Education  Provisions  Act 
as  added  by  section  501(a)  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-380 
(20  U.S.C.  1221e-l(c)),  to  advise  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  and  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Education,  and  the 
National  Center  for  Education  Statistics 
(NCES) ;  and  “shall  review  general  poli¬ 
cies  for  the  operation  of  the  Center  and 
shall  be  responsible  for  establishing 
standards  to  ensure  that  statistics  and 


analyses  disseminated  by  the  Center  are 
of  high  quality  and  are  not  subject  to 
political  influence.” 

The  meeting  agenda  will  include  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  policies  on  the  scope  of  NCES 
programs  and  services  with  particular 
emphasis  on  data  acquisition  and  sta¬ 
tistical  services. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public; 
however,  because  of  hmited  accommoda¬ 
tions,  those  members  of  the  public  wish¬ 
ing  to  attend  should  make  reservations 
by  writing,  no  later  than  November  30, 
1977, to: 

Acting  Executive  Director,  Advisory  Council 
on  Education  Statistics,  Room  3003,  FOB- 
6,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  National  Center  for  Educa¬ 
tion  Statistics,  located  at  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  5,  1977. 

Marie  D.  Eldridge, 

Administrator,  National  Center 
for  Education  Statistics. 
[FR  Doc.77-32599  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[4210-01 ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration 

[Docket  No.  N-77-813] 

NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE 
PROGRAM 

Secretary's  Report  to  the  Congress  Upon 
Making  Determination  To  Operate  Under 
Part  B  Framework 

AGENCY:  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment-Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  report. 

SUMMARY :  The  Secretary  is  publishing 
this  report  to  the  Congress  after  consul¬ 
tation  with  the  Insurance  Industry,  and 
after  determination  that  the  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program  under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  would  be 
assisted  materially  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  assumption,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  of  the  operational  responsibility  for 
Mood  Insurance.  The  report:  (1)  Sets 
forth  reasons  for  this  determination,  (2) 
contains  support  for  pertinent  findings, 
(3)  indicates  to  what  extent  utilization 
of  the  insurance  industry  is  anticipated 
under  the  program,  and  (4)  contains 
recommendations  of  the  Secretary. 

DETERMINATION  DATE:  The  Secre¬ 
tary  determined  on  November  2,  1977 
that  operation  of  the  Mood  Insurance 
Program  would  be  assisted  materially  by 
Federal  Government  assumption,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  of  the  operational  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  Mood  Insurance. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ruth  Prokop,  General  Counsel,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  451  7th  Street  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20401,  202-755-7244. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION: 

Part  B — GtOvernment  Program  With 
Industry  Assistance 

DETERMINATION 

After  consultation  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  insurance  industry,  I  do 
hereby  determine  that  (^ration  of  the 
flood  insurance  program  authorized  by 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
would  be  assisted  materially  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government’s  assumption,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  of  the  operational  responsi¬ 
bility  for  flood  insurance. 

November  2,  1977. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 
Secretary,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

Report  to  the  Congress  Upon  Making  De¬ 
termination  TO  Operate  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  Under  Part  B 
Framework 

This  report  is  submitted  to  the  Congress 
pursuant  to  H  1340  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448;  42 
U.S.C.  f  4071 ) ,  which  requires  the  Secretary, 
after  consultation  with  representatives  of 
the  insurance  industry,  and  after  making  a 
determination  that  the  operation  of  the  flood 
insurance  program  under  a  Part  A  frame¬ 
work  “cannot  be  carried  out,  or  that  such 
operation.  In  itself,  would  be  assisted  ma¬ 
terially  by  the  Federal  Government’s  as¬ 
sumption,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  the  opera¬ 
tional  responsibility  for  flood  insurance 
♦  •  to  submit  to  Congress  a  report 
which  “shall — 

( 1 )  State  the  reasons  for  such  determina¬ 
tion, 

(2)  Be  supported  by  pertinent  flndlugs, 

(3)  Indicate  the  extent  to  which  it  Is  an¬ 
ticipated  that  the  insurance  Industry  will  be 
utilized  in  providing  flood  Insurance  cover¬ 
age  under  the  program,  and 

(4)  Contain  such  recommendations  as  the 
Secretary  deemed  advisable.” 

PRO(»AM  SUMMARY  AND  BACKGROUND 

The  flood  Insurance  program,  established 
by  Congress  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (the  “Act”),  is  based  on  a 
dual  principle — to  make  flood  Insurance 
available  to  homeowners  and  businessmen 
and  to  require  that  new  construction  in 
flood-prone  areas  be»  located  and  built  so 
as  to  reduce  the  flood  hazard  and  loss  of 
life  and  property.  In  its  Implementation,  the 
program  represents  a  combined  effort  on  the 
part  of  the  Federal,  State  and  local  govern¬ 
ments. 

The  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  (HUD),  working  closely  with 
local  governments,  directs  the  development 
of  the  program  which,  in  addition  to  pro¬ 
viding  insurance  premium  subsidies  to  sub- 
.stantially  offset  losses  on  properties  in  high 
risk  areas  and  providing  excess  reinsurance 
to  participating  insurers,  requires  that  lo¬ 
cal  governments  adopt  and  enforce  flood 
plain  management  measures  in  order  to 
avoid  or  reduce  future  flood  damage  to  prop¬ 
erty  and  loss  of  lives  in  catastrophic  floods. 

The  private  Insurance  industry,  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  National  Flood  Insurers  Asso¬ 
ciation  (NFIA),  a  statutory  pool  of  insurers 


Mdth  whom  the  Department  has  entered  into 
a  contract  pursuant  to  Section  1332  of  the 
Act  (42  UjB.C.  1 4052).  provides  a  pledge 
of  risk  capital  and  through  property  agents 
and  brokers  sells  and  services  the  flood  in¬ 
surance  policies.  The  NFIA  also  utilizes 
servicing  companies,  normally  on  a  state¬ 
wide  basis,  to  disseminate  information  both 
to  the  public  and  to  insurance  agents,  to 
process  all  insurance  piHicles,  and  to  handle 
the  payment  of  flood  losses  in  essentially 
the  same  manner  as  other  types  of  Insured 
property  losses  are  adjusted. 

Congress  has  entrusted  the  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  with  very  broad  power  and  re¬ 
sponsibility  “to  establish  and  carry  out  a 
national  flood  Insurance  program.”  (Sec¬ 
tion  1304(a)  of  the  Act;  42  U.S.C.  4011(a)). 
The  Secretary  is  speclflcaily  authorized  to 
provide  “for  the  general  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  insurability”  and  “the  nature  and 
limits  of  loss  or  damage  •  •  •  which  may 
be  covered  by  such  insurance.”  (Section 
1306(a)  of  the  Act;  42  U.S.C.  4013).  It  is  the 
Secretary  who  establishes  premium  rates  for 
such  Insurance.  (Sections  1307  and  1308  of 
the  Act;  42  U.S.C.  4014  and  4015). 

The  Secretary  has  broad  authority  to  ar¬ 
range  for  the  financing  and  administration 
of  the  flood  insurance  program  and  the 
method  or  methods  by  which  claims  for 
losses  may  be  adjusted  and  paid.  (Sections 
1309-1312  of  the  Act;  42  U.S.C.  4016-4019). 
The  Secretary  is  authorized  to  prescribe  “ap¬ 
propriate  requirements  for  Insumce  compa¬ 
nies  and  other  In.surers”  when  they  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  participate  in  a  pool  to  provide 
flood  Insurance  coverage.  (Section  1331  of 
the  Act;  42  UB.C.  4054).  The  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  enter  into  such  agreements 
with  the  pool  as  she  deems  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  program.  (Section 
1332(a)  of  the  Act;  42  U.S.C.  4062(a)). 

The  Secretary  is  authorized  to  utilize  the 
facilities  and  services  of  Insurance  com¬ 
panies  and  other  insurers,  insurance  agents, 
brokers  or  Insurance  adjustment  organiza¬ 
tions  and  other  organizations  “on  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  agreed 
upon.”  (Section  1345  of  the  Act;  42  UB.C. 
4081 ) . 

The  economic  justification  for  the  pro¬ 
gram  ( which  requires  extensive  public  subsi¬ 
dies  to  reduce  premiums  to  the  less  than 
actuarlally  sound  level  acquired  to  permit 
general  participation  by  those  who  are  on  the 
flood  plain)  is  the  reduction  in  the  need  for 
flood  disaster  relief  appropriations  through 
the  reduction  in  loss  which  will  result  from 
prudent  flood  plain  management  and  con¬ 
struction,  and  by  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  by  those  in  hi^  hazard  areas. 

DEVELOPMENT  OT  THE  ACT 

In  1965,  after  several  devastating  hurri¬ 
canes  and  after  the  National  Association  of 
Insurance  Ckimmissloners  had  failed  to  in¬ 
duce  the  insurance  industry  to  adopt  a  vol¬ 
untary  State  program  of  flood  insurance. 
Congress  directed  the  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  to  undertake  a 
study  of  various  programs,  including  insur¬ 
ance  programs,  which  might  be  established 
to  help  provide  financial  assistance  to  those 
suffering  property  losses  in  floods  and  other 
natural  disasters.  The  Department’s  compre¬ 
hensive  study  Included  a  careful  review  of 
the  flawed,  and  never  implemented.  Federal 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1956  as  well  as  an  in¬ 
tensive  examination  of  the  most  promising 
alternatives  for  providing  assistance  to  flood 
victims. 

On  August  8,  1966,  then  Secretary  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development,  Robert  C. 
Weaver  forwarded  to  the  President  the  De¬ 
partment’s  report  on  the  study  and  its  con¬ 
clusions.  ’The  Secretary’s  transmittal  letter 


stated:  "the  study  concludes  that  flood  in¬ 
surance  is  both  feasible  and  can  promote  the 
public  interest.”  On  August  12,  1966,  Presi¬ 
dent  Johnson  formally  transmitted  the  De¬ 
partment’s  report  to  the  Congress. 

The  report  outlined  four  alternative 
methods  of  carrying  out  a  national  flood  in¬ 
surance  program: 

( 1 )  A  fully  private  and  fully  self-support¬ 
ing  flood  insurance  program,  operated  and 
managed  wholly  by  private  insurance  com¬ 
panies. 

(2)  A  program  of  flood  insurance  operated 
by  the  private  Insurance  industry,  with 
major  help  by  the  Federal  government. 

(3)  A  Federal  flood  insurance  program  op¬ 
erated  by  the  private  Insurance  Industry  as 
fiscal  agents  for  the  Federal  government. 

(4)  An  all-Federal  program  of  flood  in¬ 
surance. 

After  reviewing  all  four  alternatives,  the 
report  recommended  the  second  alternative 
noting  that:  “A  flood  insurance  program  op¬ 
erated  by  the  private  Insurance  Industry 
with  extensive  Federal  help,  seems  both  de¬ 
sirable  and  feasible;  it  would  require  each 
party  to  assume  major  responsibility.” 

In  1967,  Congress  considered  a  number  of 
proposals  for  a  flood  insurance  program  and 
in  1968,  it  enacted  a  comprehensive  blue¬ 
print  for  the  establishment  of  such  a  pro¬ 
gram.  The  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  contains  detailed  specifications  for, 
among  other  things,  the  scope  and  priorities 
of  the  program,  the  nature  and  extent  of  in¬ 
surance  coverage  to  be  made  available,  com¬ 
munity  flood  plain  management  require¬ 
ments  to  be  met  as  a  condition  to  commu¬ 
nity  participation  and  insurance  availability, 
program  financing,  and  Importantly,  the  or- 
ganiatlon  and  administration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

As  to  the  organization  and  administration 
of  the  program,  the  Act  establishes  the 
framework  for  the  cooperative  industry- 
government  arrangement  recommended  in 
the  1966  report  and  authorizes  the  Secretary 
to  Implement  the  program  in  acocrdance 
with  the  framework  which  is  designated  in 
the  statute  as  “Part  A.” 

The  Act  also  establishes  a  “Part  B”  frame- 
WOTk  which  authorizes  a  Federally  operated 
program  whl<^  could  be  administered  either 
with  the  assistance  and  services  of  private 
Insurers  or  entirely  by  Federal  employees. 
The  Act  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  shift 
from  “Part  A”  to  “Part  B”  after  consifltatlon 
with  respresentatives  of  the  insurance  in¬ 
dustry  and  notification  to  the  Congress,  once 
the  Secretary  has  determined  that  "opera¬ 
tion  of  the  flood  Insurance  program  as  pro¬ 
vided  under  Part  A  cannot  be  carried  out, 
or  that  such  operation,  in  Itself,  would  be 
assisted  materially  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment’s  aseumptlon,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of 
the  operational  responsibility  for  flood  in¬ 
surance  •  * 

FOUNDING  THE  NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURERS 
ASSOCIATION 

Tlie  Act  authorized  the  Secretary  to  en¬ 
courage  and  to  assist  Insurance  companies  to 
Join  together  in  a  pool  (1)  to  provide  flood 
Insurance  coverage,  (2)  to  i>artlclpate  finan¬ 
cially  in  underwriting  risks  assumed  based 
upon  Secretary  prescribed  minimum  require¬ 
ments  for  capital  or  surplus  or  assets  and  (3) 
to  adjust  and  pay  claims  for  flood  losses. 

On  June  6,  1969,  the  Department  and  the 
insurance  industry,  acting  through  the  newly 
formed  National  Flood  Insurers  Association 
(NFIA),  signed  an  agreement  which  estab¬ 
lished  the  relationship  between  the  Industry 
and  the  government  and  enabled  the  flood 
insurance  program  to  be  Implemented  under 
“Part  A.” 

NFIA,  which  now  consists  of  more  than  130 
private  insurance  companies  representing  a 
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broad  segment  of  the  property  and  casualty 
insurance  industry,  inciuding  the  nation’s 
ten  largest,  was  formed  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  carrying  out  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program.  The  Association  Is  a  volvmtary  non¬ 
profit  unincorporated  association  of  Insurers. 
Eligibility  for  participation  requires  $1,000,- 
000  In  assets,  the  assumption  of  at  least  $25,- 
000  worth  of  tmderwrlting  loss  to  be  Incurred 
under  all  contracts  of  direct  Insurance  or 
relnsrirance  arranged  In  the  name  of  the  As¬ 
sociation  In  any  one  year,  and  the  payment 
of  $50  for  each  $25,000  pledged  participation. 
In  all  matters,  members  are  entitled  to  one 
vote  for  each  $25,000  of  pledged  participation 
and  as  a  result  the  ten  largest  private  prop¬ 
erty  and  casualty  insurers  in  the  United 
States  have  effective  control  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  NFIA.  It  Is  significant,  how¬ 
ever,  that  despite  the  pledging  of  numerous 
units  of  $25,000  of  risk  these  major  compa¬ 
nies  are  basically  not  at  risk.  The  cost  of  any 
expense  and  fiood  Insurance  coverage  Is  borne 
primarily  by  the  insmed  property  owners  and 
the  government.  In  fact,  the  “promised  risk 
capital,”  la  not  paid  in  by  the  member  In¬ 
surers,  and  since  1969.  when  the  program  be¬ 
gan,  no  participating  Insurer  has  expended 
any  of  Its  promised  risk  capital. 

THE  mnTAL  PROGRAM 

Despite  the  successful  negotiation  of  the 
government-industry  partnership  in  1969, 
the  new  program  foundered  when  It  became 
apparent  that  the  capacity  to  complete  the 
basic  fiood  hazard  evaluations  and  rate  stud¬ 
ies  necessary  to  qualify  participating  com¬ 
munities  under  the  Act  did  not  exist.  In 
quick  response  to  the  problem.  Congress,  as 
part  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1969  (Pi.  91-162;  42  U.S.C.  4056), 
amended  the  statute  to  authorize  emergency 
Implementation  of  the  program  for  existing 
construction  In  communities  where  required 
studies  were  not  yet  completed. 

Despite  rapid  Implementation  of  the  emer¬ 
gency  program,  however,  community  partici¬ 
pation  In,  and  coverage  of  flood-prone  prop¬ 
erty  vmder  the  program  was  disappointing. 
The  program  was  voluntary  and  many  com- 
mimitles  did  not  join.  Some  commimlties 
chose  to  stay  out  rather  than  adopt  required 
minimal  flood  plain  management  meastures 
for  identified  special  flood  hazard  areas  with¬ 
in  their  Jurisdictions;  others  did  not  Join 
because  of  a  lack  of  Interest. 

THE  1973  AMENDMENTS 

In  1973,  after  another  series  of  disastrous 
floods,  notably  those  resultmg  from  Hurri¬ 
cane  Agnes,  Congress  passed  the  Flood  Dis¬ 
aster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pi.  93-234;  42 
UH.C.  4001  et  seq.) .  That  Act  changed  the 
basic  nature  of  the  program.  It  precluded  di¬ 
rect  Federal  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes  In  Identified  special 
flood  hazard  areas  of  commimltles  which  were 
not  participating  in  the  program  by  the  stat¬ 
utory  deadline  date,  and  required  denial  of 
any  mortgage  loan  assistance  from  Federally 
supervised,  approved,  regulated,  or  Insured 
lenders  in  those  areas.  In  addition.  It  re¬ 
quired  the  purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a 
condition  to  any  Federally  related  mortgage 
loan  In  participating  communities. 

After  enactment  of  the  1973  amendments, 
the  program  grew  dramatically.  As  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  1973,  more  than  four  years  after  the 
program’s  Inception,  only  2,000  communities 
were  participating  In  the  program  and  only 
200,000  property  owners  were  insured.  How¬ 
ever,  by  October,  1977,  the  program  had  16,- 
000  participating  communities,  with  over 
1,400,000  policies  outstanding. 

Hie  change  from  a  volimtary  to  a  manda- 
tory  program  had  an  immediate  and  dra¬ 


matic  effect  on  the  operations  and  wocUoad 
of  the  NFIA.  At  the  outset  of  the  program 
and  for  a  period  of  four  years  sifter  Its  for¬ 
mation,  the  NFIA  was  a  small  organization 
without  any  significant  professional  staff.  It 
relied  on  Informal  arrangements  with  the 
private  Insurance  industry  to  obtain  the  serv¬ 
ices  It  required.  As  late  sts  1974,  NFIA  still 
relied  almost  exclusively  on  msmual  process¬ 
ing  performed  by  vsurlous  servicing  entitles. 

INCREASED  TENSION  BETWEEN  HUD  AND  NFIA 

By  March  of  1974,  the  Depsutment  bad  be¬ 
come  concerned  with  NFlA’s  msmsigement 
performance,  the  capacity  of  NFIA  to  hsm- 
dle  the  great  workload  demands  generated  by 
the  changes  in  the  flood  Insurance  legisla¬ 
tion  and  the  willingness  and  ability  of  NFIA 
to  provide  certainty  and  imlformlty  In  the 
treatment  of  policyholders.  The  Department, 
therefore,  requested  NFIA  to  develop  a  pro¬ 
fessional  staff  and  to  obtain  data  process¬ 
ing  services  essential  to  the  efficient  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  expanded  program.  In  addition, 
since  the  agreement  by  the  Oovernment  and 
NFIA  could  be  terminated  by  NFIA  at  any 
time,  the  Department  requested  that  such 
data  processing  services  be  performed  by  an 
independent  company  whose  services  the  De¬ 
partment  could  acquire  directly  in  the  event 
of  such  a  termination  by  NFIA. 

Although  change  In  the  structure  of  NFIA 
came  primarily  in  response  to  prodding  by 
the  Department,  with  the  growth  of  a  bu¬ 
reaucracy,  the  NFIA  developed  the  capacity 
to  identify  and  define  substantial  differ¬ 
ences  between  It  and  the  Department  and 
to  articulate  an  Institutional  position  on 
significant  policy  Issues. 

For  example,  the  Department,  from  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  Its  relationship  with  NFIA,  as¬ 
serted  the  Secretary’s  authority  to  interpret 
the  scope  of  coverage  of  the  Standard  Flood 
Insurance  Policy.  In  the  early  years  NFIA 
followed  HUD  Interpretations  In  such  mat¬ 
ters  as  erosion  and  mudslide  claims  when 
disputes  arose  between  Insurers  and  policy¬ 
holders.  After  1974,  however,  NFIA  asserted 
that  It  was  not  subject  to  HUD  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  flood  Insurance  policy  coverage. 

For  a  period  of  time  NFIA  refused  to  com¬ 
ply  with  an  interpretation  that  HUD  Issiied 
In  connection  with  NFIA’s  disclaimer  of 
coverage  for  a  policyholder’s  expense  in  re¬ 
moving  Insured  personal  property  from  in¬ 
sured  premises  in  Imminent  danger  from 
flood.  HUD’S  Interpretation  was  premised 
basically  on  the  policy  language  which  re¬ 
quired  the  Insured  to  “use  every  reasonable 
means  to  save  and  preserve  the  property  at 
the  time  of  and  after  an  occurrence  of  •  •  • 
(flood].”  NFIA  refused  to  comply  with  the 
HUD  Interpretation  and  at  the  time  of  the 
flooding  In  Mmot,  N.  Dak.,  annoimced 
throughout  the  affected  area  that  removal 
costs  would  not  be  compensated  under  flood 
Insurance  policies. 

NFIA  also  refused  to  competitively  bid  Its 
servicer  contracts.  Rather,  thirteen  of  the 
fifteen  member  companies  which  comprise 
the  NFIA  Executive  Committee  perform  such 
servicing  on  a  sole  source  basis  receiving  81.1 
percent  of  the  program  servicing  fees.  These 
fees  amounted  to  a  total  of  $16,066,418  In 
the  period  covering  1970-1975  for  the  thir¬ 
teen  largest  participating  Insurers. 

In  addition,  NFIA  refused  to  accede  to 
prior  HUD  approval  of  Its  overhead  operating 
costs  which  Increased  dramatically  after 
the  1973  Amendments.  ’The  total  HUD  pay¬ 
ment  to  NFIA  In  1970  was  only  $51,945.  By 
1976  that  annual  HUD  payment  had  risen  to 
$20,629,689.  ’The  tremendous  growth  In  the 
amount  of  the  total  payment  made  It  essen¬ 
tial  for  HUD  to  assert  an  effective  method  for 
prior  review  and  approval  of  NFIA’s  planned 
expenditures. 


DHraxTMENTAl.  RESPONSE 

In  summary,  between  1974  and  early  1976 
major  areas  of  disagreement  between  HUD 
and  NFIA  became  apparent  with  respect  to 
the  authority  of  the  Department  to  construe 
the  terms  of  the  Standard  Flood  Insurance 
Policy,  Issue  Interpretations  of  the  policy, 
and  require  contracts  let  by  NFIA  to  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  competitive  bidding.  As  a  result,  on 
August  30,  1976,  the  Department  asserted  Its 
rights  under  the  statute  and  the  June  6, 
1969,  agreement  between  it  and  the  NFIA, 
and  promulgated  proposed  regulations  ad¬ 
dressing  these  major  areas  of  disagreement. 
After  the  period  of  public  comment  closed, 
the  Department  decided  that  resolution  of 
the  outstanding  Issues  between  HUD  and 
the  NFIA  could  best  be  achieved  by  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  NFIA. 

These  negotiations  began  In  early  Septem¬ 
ber,  1976.  The  outstanding  Issues  between 
the  parties  were  identified  and  refined  with  a 
view  to  entering  Into  a  new  Part  A  Agree¬ 
ment.  The  negotiations,  which  proceeded 
through  the  end  of  the  year  and  up  to  a  few 
minutes  before  midnight  on  the  night  of 
January  19,  1977,  resulted  In  a  tentative 
draft  agreement  which  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  28,  1977.  ’The 
“tentative”  agreement  did  not  resolve  the 
disputes  between  the  parties.  The  preamble 
to  the  January  28,  1977,  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register  clearly  sets  forth  the  major 
Item  of  difference  between  the  parties  that 
had  not  been  resolved  by  the  negotiators. 

“A  major  outstanding  Issue  as  to  which 
the  Department  and  NFIA  did  not  reach 
tentative  agreement  concerns  the  effect  of 
regulations  and  other  directives  issued  by 
the  Administrator  v'n  the  obligations  under¬ 
taken  by  NFIA  undei  the  Agreement. 

HUD’S  position  throughout  the  course  of 
these  negotiations  has  been  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  such  regulatory  authority  over  the 
Insurance  component  of  the  program  and 
NFIA  as  is  necessary  to  provide  continuing 
Involvement  in  and  supervision  of  NFIA. 
HUD  maintains  that,  when  agreement  on  an 
Issue  cannot  be  reached  through  consulta¬ 
tion  between  the  parties,  final  resolutioa 
rests  with  the  Secretary,  and  the  Secretary 
cannot  enter  into  a  contract  under  wMch 
the  Secretary  would  voluntarily  agree  to 
contract  away  the  powers  of  Government. 

On  the  other  hand,  NFIA’s  position  In  the 
negotiations  has  been  that,  while  It  recog¬ 
nizes  that  the  Secretary  has  oversight  re- 
sonslbllitles  under  the  Act,  the  relationship 
between  NFIA  and  the  Secretary  Is  contrac¬ 
tual  In  nature  and  the  Secretary  may  not 
issue  regulations  or  directives  which  uni¬ 
laterally  amend  that  contractual  relationship 
or  impose  extrancontractual  obligations  on 
NFIA.” 

There  were,  on  January  28,  1977,  other 
significant  Issues  still  unresolved.  Provisions 
regarding  contracting  requirements  applica¬ 
ble  to  NFIA  with  respect  to  operation  of  the 
Computer  System  remained  unreserved. 
Whether  the  operation  of  the  Computer  Sys¬ 
tem  would  be  contracted  out,  and  If  so,  what 
method  of  contracting  would  be  used,  were 
matters  as  to  which  the  parties  continued 
to  disagree.  The  Department’s  position  was 
that  the  Computer  System  should  be  oper¬ 
ated  by  an  Independent  firm  rather  than 
by  NFIA  to  assure  transferability  of  the  Com¬ 
puter  System  to  HUD  or  HUD’s  designee  at 
all  times.  NFIA  was  of  the  view  that  the 
agreement  between  the  Department  and 
NFIA  should  not  require  NFIA  to  enter  Into 
such  a  contract,  but  should  leave  such  de¬ 
termination  to  NFIA  as  a  matter  of  biiel- 
ness  Judgment,  and  that  transferability  of 
the  Computer  System  could  be  assured  with¬ 
out  contracting  the  system  out  to  a  third 
party. 
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NEGOTIATIONS  AFTER  JANX7ABT  20,  1977 

After  this  Administration  took  office,  fur¬ 
ther  negotiations  were  undertaken  by  HUD 
and  NFIA  in  March,  19T7,  in  an  attempt  to 
resolve  the  disputed  issues  and  develop  a 
new  Part  A  Agreement.  While  these  negoti¬ 
ations  were  in  progress,  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office,  on  March  21,  1977,  issued 
a  report  on  the  NFIA’s  financial  controls 
over  its  operations  relating  to  the  fiood  in¬ 
surance  program.  That  report  found  numer¬ 
ous  weaknesses  in  NFIA's  ability  to  generate 
accurate  financial  data.  The  report  stated ; 

"Our  review  of  the  financial  controls  of 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
showed  that  NFIA  has  been  unable  to  gen¬ 
erate  accurate  financial  and  statistical  data. 
As  a  result,  it  can  neither  produce  its  own 
financial  statements  nor  supply  FIA  with 
the  kind  of  data  it  needs  to  make  program 
decisions,  determine  subsidy  amounts  and 
premium  rates,  or  produce  the  financial 
statements  for  the  program.” 

The  findings  in  the  GAO  report  made 
urgent  successful  resolution  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  assertion  of  its  regulatory  authority 
over  tl'e  flood  insurance  program  and  em¬ 
phasized  the  need  for  close  scrutiny  of  HUD’s 
financial  controls  over  NFIA  operations.  How¬ 
ever,  even  after  that  report  was  issued,  NFIA 
was  unwilling  to  accept  HUD  regulation  of 
the  Insurance  and  budget  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  Therefore,  in  June,  1977,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  published  propnosed  reg^ulations  assert¬ 
ing  its  supervisory  authority  over  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

In  a  response  dated  July  5,  1977,  NFIA 
notified  HUD  of  its  intent  not  to  renew  the 
1969  agreement  and  as  a  result,  the  1969 
agreement  between  HUD  and  the  NFIA  will 
end  on  December  31,  1977.  The  NFIA’s  letter 
of  July  5,  1977,  did,  however,  indicate  a  will¬ 
ingness  to  continue  to  negotiate  and  attempt 
to  reach  a  new  agreement.  In  response  to 
that  offer  the  Department  once  again  re¬ 
newed  negotiations  with  the  NFIA  in  late 
July. 

However,  on  July  21,  1977,  the  Department 
Issued  a  request  for  proposals  (RFP)  to  op¬ 
erate  the  flood  insurance  program.  Issuance 
of  the  RFP  was  essential  to  assure  a  con¬ 
tinued  capability  to  operate  the  program 
after  December  31,  1977,  if  a  new  agreement 
with  the  NFIA  could  not  be  reached. 

The  RFP  issued  on  July  21,  1977,  Included 
a  statement  of  the  work  to  be  performed, 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  contract  covering 
that  work,  the  cost  plus  fixed  fee  compensa¬ 
tion  arrangement  contemplated,  and  the  fac¬ 
tors  by  which  proposals  would  be  Judged. 
Interested  offerors  were  required  to  submit 
their  proposals  by  6:00  p.m.  September  23, 
in  order  to  afford  adequate  time  for  evalua¬ 
tion,  negotiations  and  selection.  Offerors  were 
free  to  submit  proposals  to  operate  under 
Part  A  or  Part  B  of  the  Act.  Selection  fac¬ 
tors  did  not  weight  the  RFP  towards  any 
particular  type  of  offeror.  All  offerors  who 
could  demonstrate  their  ability  to  carry  out 
the  work  program  stood  on  an  equal  footing. 
While  the  RFP  solicitation  process  was  open 
and  competitive,  the  post-prc^osal  submis¬ 
sion  and  pre-selection  procedures  left  room 
for  negotiation  and  for  fine  tuning  of  pro¬ 
posals  and  requirements  in  order  to  assure 
a  viable  and  effective  contract  arrangement 
and  contractor  selection. 

The  renewed  negotiations  undertaken  by 
HUD  and  NFIA  in  I’te  July,  1977,  were  held 
to  a  strict  timetable  because  of  the  need  to 
determine  quickly  whether  NFIA  or  a  con¬ 
tractor  selected  pursuant  to  the  July  21, 1977, 
request  for  proposals  would  be  utilized  by 
HUD  in  administering  the  flood  insurance 
program  after  December  31.  1977.  While  sub¬ 
stantial  progress  was  made  in  these  negotia¬ 
tions,  they  were  ended  on  August  16, 1977,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  inability  of  HUD  and  the  NFIA 


to  reach  agreement  on  the  issue  of  the  De¬ 
partment’s  right  to  prior  review  and  approval 
of  NFIA’s  budget  for  operating  expenses. 

’The  Subcommittee  on  Housing  and  Com¬ 
munity  Development  of  the  House  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Banking,  Finance  and  Urban  Affairs, 
concerned  with  the  inability  of  HUD  and 
NFIA  to  reach  agreement  for  a  contract  to 
operate  the  flood  insurance  program  under 
a  Part  A  framework,  held  hearings  on  the 
matter  on  September  7  and  8,  1977.  Wit¬ 
nesses  representing  HUD  and  NFIA  testified 
and  were  closely  questioned  by  members  of 
the  Committee  as  to  the  reasons  for  the 
parties’  Inability  to  agree.  ’The  members  of 
the  Committee  at  the  Hearings  made  clear 
their  preference  for  operating  the  flood  in¬ 
surance  program  under  a  Part  A  framework. 

With  the  benefit  of  recommendations  from 
interested  members  of  the  Committee,  ne¬ 
gotiations  were  renewed  between  HUD  and 
NFIA.  In  these  negotiations  NFIA  agreed  to 
prior  HUD  review  and  approval  of  each  line 
item,  and  of  the  total  amount,  of  its  annual 
operating  expenses. 

EFFECT  OF  THE  REQUEST  FOR  PROPOSALS 

When  NFIA  notified  HUD,  on  July  5,  1977, 
of  its  intent  to  terminate  its  contract  rela¬ 
tionship  with  HUD,  effective  December  31, 
1977,  HUD  Issued  a  request  for  proposals 
(RFP)  seeking  to  identify  entitles  Interested 
in  replacing  NFIA  as  the  entity  utilized  by 
HUD  in  administering  the  flood  Insurance 
program.  The  RFP  was  modified  a  number 
of  times  during  August  and  September,  1977. 
Finally,  on  September  23,  1977,  the  RFP 
produced  two  prop: sals  from  entitles  inter¬ 
ested  in  replacing  NFIA  under  a  Part  B  ar¬ 
rangement.  The  Interested  proposers  were 
Bradford  National  Corporation  (Bradford) 
and  EDS  Fe'^e’"’!  CvT>--i'’on  ^KDS'. 

In  accordance  with  standard  procurement 
practice,  the  Bradford  and  EDS  proposals 
were  then  reviewed  by  a  Source  Evaluation 
Board  consisting  of  HUD  officials.  On  Sep- 
tem’^er  30,  l''"7  E’"* 'Titicn  Board 

undertook  oral  discussions  of  the  proposals 
with  EDS  and  Bradford.  The  proposers’  best 
and  final  offers  were  submitted  on  October 
11,  1977,  and  considered  by  the  Board  on 
October  12,  1977.  Thereafter,  the  Board  rec¬ 
ommended  to  the  Source  Selection  Official 
(the  HUD  Under  Secretary)  that  HUD  enter 
into  further  negotiations  with  EDS  only. 

As  a  consequence  of  the  RFP  process  and 
of  the  proposals  submitted,  we  find  that  the 
cost  to  HUD  of  using  NFIA  under  Part  A  of 
the  Act  d'”-1n"  i"78  wP’  he  h’st  under  *23 
million  while  the  cost  to  HUD  of  contracting 
with  EDS  to  provide  the  same  services  will 
be  just  under  $11  million.  ’Thus,  a  contract 
with  NFIA  for  1978  will  be  approximately  2  Vi 
times  more  costly  to  the  government  than  a 
contract  with  EDS. 

At  the  time  of  HUD’s  testimony  before  the 
Subconunittee  on  Housing  and  Community 
Development  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Banking,  Finance  and  Urban  Affairs  on 
September  8,  1977,  we  were  unaware  of  a  cost 
divergence  of  such  magnitude.  EDS’  original 
offer  was  submitted  September  23,  1977,  and 
Its  best  and  final  offer  was  submitted  Octo¬ 
ber  11,  1977. 

The  attached  Exhibit  1  compares  the  costs 
of  doing  business  with  NFIA  during  1978  as 
against  the  costs  of  doing  business  with  EDS 
for  that  same  year.  Please  note  the  following 
points  with  respect  to  the  data  set  forth  in 
Exhibit  1. 

(1)  All  figures  shown  in  the  EDS  column 
were  provided  by  EDS  in  its  "best  and  final” 
offer  submission. 

(2)  All  figures  shown  in  the  NFIA  column 
constituting  its  "Total  General  Expense” 
were  provided  to  HUD  by  NFIA. 

(3)  "nie  figures  shown  in  the  NFIA  column 
for  “Servicing  Carriers,”  "Claims  Adjusting” 


and  "Total  Other  Federal  Costs”  are  HUD 
estimates  which  were  essentially  confirmed 
hy  NFIA  in  an  exchange  of  letters  between 
HUD  and  NFIA  dated  October  19,  1977,  and 
October  21,  1977,  attached  as  Exhibit  2. 

(4)  The  major  differences  in  cost  between 
the  EDS  and  NFIA  submissions  fall  into 
three  major  categories:  decentralized  policy 
and  claims  review — approximately  $8.3  mil¬ 
lion;  NFIA  allowance— approximately  $5.4 
million;  and  State  Premium  Taxes — approx¬ 
imately  $3.5  million. 

(a)  Decentralized  Policy  and  Claims  Re- 
viex — $8.3  Million.  The  immediate  operating 
expenses  of  EDS  and  NFIA  (direct  costs  and 
overhead)  are  substantially  equal.  (See 
comparative  figures  next  to  the  “Total  Gen¬ 
eral  Expense”  item.)  However,  note  the 
marked  difference  in  the  item  captioned 
"Total  Operating  Expense” — the  amount  for 
NFIA  is  almost  twice  the  amount  for  EDS. 
’This  discrepancy  results  primarily  from 
NFIA’s  decentralized  method  of  performing 
policy  and  claims  re. lew  functions  under 
fee  arrangements  with  Servicing  Carriers 
which  are,  with  few  exceptions,  members  of 
NFIA.  Indeed,  the  15-member  Executive 
Committee  of  NFIA,  whose  combined  voting 
strength  controls  the  132-member  NFIA,  has 
been  getting  about  three-fourths  of  the  fees 
paid  under  these  fee  arrangements. 

EDS  proposes  to  carry  out  a  centralized 
program  of  policy  servicing  and  claims  review 
which  will  not  involve  the  payment  of  sim¬ 
ilar  fees.  The  centralized  method  of  per¬ 
forming  policy  and  claims  review  functions 
will  not  affect  the  use  of  independent  agents 
and  claims  adjusters  who  now  provide  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  nearly  16,000  communities  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  flood  Insurance  program. 
It  will,  however,  dispense  with  the  46  serv¬ 
icing  locations  NFIA  now  utilizes  to  per¬ 
form  policy  and  claims  review. 

(b)  NFIA  Allowance — $5.4  Million.  Under 
the  terms  of  the  existing  contract  with  HUD 
and  under  the  terms  of  the  proposed  con¬ 
tract  which  we  have  negotiated  for  1978, 
NFIA  receives  an  annual  "operating  allow¬ 
ance”  equal  to  5  percent  of  policyholder 
premiums.  NFIA  characterizes  the  operating 
allowance  as  a  quid  pro  quo  for  an  annual 
pledge  by  NFIA  member  comp)anies  of  risk 
capital  (approximately  $48  million)  for  the 
payment  of  extraordinary  losses  under  the 
Flood  Insurance  Program.  The  operating  al¬ 
lowance  can  be  regarded  as  an  annual 
premium  paid  by  HUD  to  the  Insurance  car¬ 
riers  participating  in  the  Flood  Insurance 
Program  for  extraordinary  less  Insurance 
coverage.  The  HUD  annual  premium  rate  is 
over  10  percent  of  the  face  amount  of  the 
NFIA  members  pledged  risk  capital.  More¬ 
over,  when  all  the  financial  provisions  of  the 
draft  contract  which  determine  the  extent 
of  NFIA’s  liability  in  the  event  of  catastro¬ 
phic  losses  are  taken  into  account,  HUD’s 
annual  premium  rate  for  that  coverage 
climbs  to  50  percent  of  NFIA’s  actual  risk.* 
Since  the  inception  of  the  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  participating  Insurance  carriers 
have  not  had  to  actually  “pay  out”  on  their 
pledge  of  risk  capital  despite  the  occurrence 
of  a  number  of  significant  flood  disasters 
diming  that  time  period.  Furthermore,  dur¬ 
ing  1978,  we  would  have  to  experience  a 
flood  disaster  far  exceeding  anything  which 
has  occurred  during  the  life  of  the  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  in  order  for  the  partici¬ 
pating  insurance  carriers  to  actually  pay  out 
anything  in  return  for  HUD’s  annual  pre¬ 
mium  of  $5.4  million. 

*  If  in  1978  a  tidal  wave  swept  from  coast 
to  coast,  destroying  every  structure  in  the 
country,  the  NFIA  maximum  loss  would  be 
$10,469,000.  The  NFIA  charge  to  HUD  for 
assuming  this  risk  for  1978  is  $5,366,000,  or 
61  percent  of  their  maximum  loss  exposure. 
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It  U  almost  ImpoBsible  to  ebJocUvsly  asasvt 
tbs  value  to  the  Goverumsnt  oC  tbs  “risk 
sharing”  provided  by  the  NFIA  annual  oper¬ 
ating  allowance.  However,  on  the  basis  oX  tbs 
loss  experience  to  date,  the  conclusion  that 
the  amount  of  the  allowance  la  excessive, 
seems  Inescapable.  By  comparison  to  the  51 
percent  per  annum  “premium”  implicit  In 
the  “operating  allowance”  required  for  a 
maxlmmn  risk  exposure  In  1978  of  $10.5  mil¬ 
lion,  automobile  liability  Insurance  pre¬ 
miums  run  around  one  percent  per  year  of 
the  limit  of  liability  of  those  policies.  Pre- 
mliuus  for  true  low  exposure  insurance,  such 
as  accidental  death  and  disability  coverage, 
are  considerably  less  than  premiums  for 
autohioblle  liability  coverage.  It  Is  not  un¬ 
reasonable  to  assert  that  the  premium  rate 
for  the  extraordinary  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram  risk  coverage  purchased  by  HUD 
through  the  NFIA  allowance  is  more  a  func¬ 
tion  of  lack  of  competition  for  this  Insurance 
business  than  of  actual  risk. 

(c)  State  Premium  Taxes — $3.5  Million. 
The  column  for  NFIA  shows  a  cost  In  excess 
of  $3.5  million  lor  the  payment  of  State  pre¬ 
mium  taxes.  There  is  no  counterpart  cost 
figure  in  the  EDS  column.  NFIA  points  out 
that  like  any  other  Insurance  company,  It 
pays  these  taxes  on  fiood  Insurance  policies 
sold  in  accordance  with  requirements  of 
State  law  and  that  this  cost  Item  “bears  no 
relation  to  the  efficiency  of  the  contractor.” 
For  purposes  of  this  report,  this  point  can 
be  admitted  although  we  are  not  convinced 
that  NFIA  has  achieved  maximum  efficiency 
In  its  State  premium  tax  payments.  We  are 
absolutely  certain,  however,  that  payment  of 
State  premium  taxes  would  not  be  required 
in  connection  with  a  Part  B  Government 
Program  with  Industry  assistance. 

In  summary,  as  a  result  of  the  R^T*  we 
have  learned  that  the  cost  to  HUD  of  doing 
business  with  NFIA  during  1978  would  exceed 
by  approximately  $15  million  the  cost  to 
HUD  of  doing  business  with  EDS  during  that 
same  year.  The  form  of  the  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  NFIA  and  EDS  Is  not  Identical  (l.e., 
EDS  will  have  a  centralized  operation,  NFIA 
will  have  a  somewhat  more,  but  not  fully, 
decentralized  operation).  The  difference  (If 
any)  between  providing  services  on  a  more 
decentralized  basis  plus  the  element  of  risk 
(if  any)  borne  by  NFIA  constitutes  the  sum 
of  the  services  provided  by  NFIA  and  not  by 
EDS.  It  Is  very  hard  to  ascribe  any  dollar 
value,  either  to  the  consumer  who  partici¬ 
pates  In  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram  or  the  Government,  *0!  NFIA’s  decen¬ 
tralized  operation  plus  Its  risk  sharing.  It  Is 
Impossible  for  a  reasonable  person  to  con¬ 
clude  these  two  Items  are  worth  approxi¬ 
mately  $15  million. 

HUD’S  analysis  of  the  EDS  proposal  for  a 
centralized  operation  indicates  that  It  offers 
great  opportunity  for  more  efficient  service 
as  well  aa  cost  savings.  We  would  also  em¬ 
phasize  here  that  such  a  centralized  opera¬ 
tion  will  not  affect  the  use  of  Independent 
agent  and  claims  adjuster  units  as  the  fully 
decentralized  link  with  the  consumer.  In 
fact,  we  believe  those  Independent  agent  and 
claims  adjusters’  units  will  be  able  to  pro¬ 
vide  better  consumer  service  when  they  are 
backed  by  the  more  efficient  paper  handling 
mechanism  proposed  by  EDS. 

’The  use  of  EDS  will  not  Increase  the  size 
of  HUD  staff. 

PEBTIMENT  FINDINGS 

(1)  A  March  21,  1977,  report  by  the  General 
Accounting  Office  found  numerous  weak¬ 
nesses  In  the  ability  of  the  Pool  to  generate 
accurate  financial  and  statistical  data.  The 
Pool  has  not  since  the  date  of  that  report 
satisfactorily  responded  to  the  Department’s 
requests  that  it  submit  evidence  that  It  has 


Improved  its  operations  to  ellnslnate  or  sig¬ 
nificantly  ameliorate  the  problems  iduitlfied 
by  the  Comptroller  GenenkL 

(2)  ’The  Pool  has,  during  its  tenure  under 
the  agreement  which  established  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  It  and  the  Government  and 
enabled  the  flood  insurance  program  to  be 
implemented  under  Part  A,  refused  to  comply 
with  the  Secretary’s  Interpretations  of  the 
scope  of  coverage  of  the  Standard  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Policy,  basing  Its  refusal  upon  the 
conflicting  private  sector  interests  of  Its 
members,  and  refused  to  competitively  bid 
Its  service  contracts. 

(3)  At  the  present  time  a  contract  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram  under  a  Part  A  framework  would  be  $15 
million  higher  for  1978  than  a  contract  to 
administer  the  Program  under  a  Part  B 
framework.  The  amount  by  which  the  cost 
under  a  Part  A  framework  will  exceed  the 
cost  under  a  Part  B  framework  will  grow 
larger  In  succeeding  years. 

(4)  Our  analysis  of  the  offers  to  participate 
under  Part  A  and  Part  B  frameworks  reveals 
no  advantages  to  the  Government  or  to  con¬ 
sumers  who  participate  In  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  that  would  result  from  a 
decision  to  Ignore  the  higher  cost  of  a  Part 
A  framework. 

EXTENT  OF  imUZATION  OF  INSURANCE  INDUSTRT 
UNDER  PART  B 

Our  Intention,  In  implementing  a  continu¬ 
ing  program  of  national  fiood  Insurance 
under  Part  B  of  the  Act,  is  to  utilize  private 
sector  insurers,  insurance  agents  and 
brokers,  and  Insurance  adjustment  organiza¬ 
tions  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable  in 
providing  fiood  insurance  coverage  and  ad¬ 
justing  claims  under  the  program.  Although 
a  private  sector  fiscal  agent-contractor  will 
be  utilized  In  place  of  a  pooling  arrange¬ 
ment,  there  will  be  no  diminution  Ini  the 
use  of  insurance  agents  and  brokers  and  In¬ 
surance  adjustment  organizations  whose 
relationships  with  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program  will  not  be  affected  in  any 
material  way  by  virtue  of  the  transition  from 
a  pooling  arrangement  to  a  fiscal  agent.  All 
insurance  agents  and  procedures  manuals 
and  forms  presently  utilized  In  the  program. 
Including  the  Standard  Flood  Insurance 
Policy,  will  continue  to  be  utilized  In  much 
the  same  manner  as  these  Instruments  are 
In  use  today  to  avoid  any  disruption  In  serv¬ 
ices  being  rendered  by  Insurance  organiza¬ 
tions  presently  serving  the  program.  ’There 
will  be  no  change  or  even  Interruption  in 
services  provided  to  the  program’s  policy¬ 
holders.  ’The  consumer  will  not  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  change  to  a  Part  B  program. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1)  As  presently  written,  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  provides  no  guidance  as 
to  an  appropriate  rate  of  return  on  risk 
capital  pledged  by  a  Pool  of  insurers  under 
a  Part  A  framework.  It  is  not  feasible  to 
develop  competitive  Pools  of  insurers  willing 
to  participate  In  the  flood  insurance  program 
under  a  Part  A  framework.  Absent  the  mar¬ 
ket  constraints  that  would  be  imposed  by  a 
competitive  situation.  It  is  extremely  dif¬ 
ficult,  solely  through  negotiation,  to  reach 
agreement  on  a  reasonable  rate  of  return  on 
pledged  risk  capital  without  some  legislative 
assertion  of  acceptable  parameters.  Experi¬ 
ence  gained  from  working  under  a  Part  A 
framework  leads  us  to  recommend  that  Con¬ 
gress  consider  establishing  legislative  guide¬ 
lines  for  the  return  on  pledged  capital  that 
Insurers  participating  under  a  Part  A  frame¬ 
work  should  receive. 

(2) .  Our  experience  working  under  a  Part 
A  framework  leads  us  to  recommend  that 
Congress  make  explicit  that  the  Federal 
Agency  administering  the  flood  Insurance 
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program  under  a  Part  A  framework  may.  by 
the  proper  exercise  of  regulatory  authority, 
amend  the  provision  of  any  contract  with 
a  Pool  of  Insurers  participating  In  the  flood 
Insurance  program  so  long  as  the  Increased 
costs  caused  by  the  proper  exercise  of  regu¬ 
latory  authority  Is  borne  by  the  Government. 


NOTICES 

(3)  Our  experience  working  under  a  Part 
A  framework  leads  us  to  recommend  that 
Congress  consider  requiring  that  sub-con¬ 
tracts  of  the  Pool  of  Insurers  participating  In 
the  flood  Insurance  program  under  a  Part  A 
framework  be  subject  to  Federal  audit  and 
competitive  bid  requirements. 


EDS  (centralized) 


NFIA  (1978)  Year  1  Year  2 


Salaries  < - - - 

Data  processing  *  (development  and  operations) 

Legal,  audit,  and  consulting  » - - - 

Travel  * _ 

Printing  * _ 

Map  distribution  * _ 

Telephone  t _ 

Postage  • . . . . . . 

Rent  (space)  • _ _ 

Advertising/public  relations  >• . . . . 

Furniture  and  equipment  '■ _ 

Other  “ _ 

Corporate  allocation  and  G&A _ 

Taxes _ _ _ _ _ _ 


$2,652,000 
2,117,000 
184,000 
159.000 
750,000 
1,000,000 
200,000 
819, 000 
183,000 
1.59,000 
204,000 
112,000 


$4,112,961 
508,268 
.54,500 
370,  .520 
517.816 
448,720 
129,100 
1,118,000 
427, 245 
20,000 
131,833 
191,499 
721,209 
199,644 


$4,230,027 

513,989 

56,000 

208,882 

435,867 

538.464 

142,440 

1,37.5,200 

427,245 

20,000 

99,277 

102,809 

729,403 

179,836 


8,  Am,  000 

8,951,315 

9,059,439 

Servicing  carriers  *• _ 

Claims  adjusting  “ _ _ 

. .  6,931,000 

.  1,352,000  ... 

-  16,822,000 

8,951,315 

9,059,439 

NFIA  allowance  •• . . . . 

State  premium  taxes  •• _ _ _ 

Printing  and  marketing  <’ _ 

Transition  _ _ 

Fee  >• . 

.  ,5,366,000  ... 

.  3,541,000  ... 

453,000 
600,000  ... 
89.5, 132 

453,000 

905,944 

Total  other  Federal  costs . . . 

.  8,907,000 

2,008,132 

1,358,944 

Total  program  costs. 


25,729,000  10,959,447  10,418,383 


*  NFIA  salaries  based  on  170  staff-years.  EDS  salaries  based  on  about  2.57  staff-years  each  year.  EDS  staffing  re¬ 
flects  centralization  of  functions. 

>  NFIA  budget  includes  $867,000  for  oiterations  as  compared  to  $510,000  porposed  by  EDS.  Difference  is  result  of 
NFIA  buying  computer  time  in  the  commercial  market  while  EDS  is  charging  their  internal  rate.  NFIA  budget 
includes  $1,2.5(),000  for  systems  development  by  outside  consultants  (Arthur  Andersen).  Effort  will  be  performed  by 
EDS  with  inhouse  staff. 

*  NFIA  is  more  dependent  on  purchasing  services  rather  than  using  inhouse  staff.  NFIA  figure  includes  audit 
costs,  EDS  figure  does  not,  although  it  is  included  elsewhere. 

*  EDS  operation  has  increased  travel  requirements  as  a  result  of  centralization  of  operations  and  the  need  for  con¬ 
tact  with  ^ents  and  the  public  in  the  field— $178,000  of  employee  relocation  costs  included  in  EDS’s  first  year. 

*  FIA  will  be  providing  some  forms  to  EDS  which  have  been  provided  by  NFIA.  Increase  in  cost  to  FI  A  is  in¬ 
cluded  at  footnote  17. 

*  EDS  included  map  postage  expense  of  $84,000  under  post^e.  NFIA’s  total  figure  is  based  on  historical  experience 
plus  an  increase  refectii  g  certain  recent  chai  ges  in  map  distribution  re  uiremc..ts. 

1  NFIA  budget  includes  wats  lines  installed  at  18  servicing  carrier  locations. 

*  EDS  proposal  included  map  distribution  tostape  and  ‘‘infom  ation”  n  ailing  to  apents,  policyholders,  etc. 
•NFIA  presently  leasing  2O,4C0  ft  *  at  about  }7.6f'/ft  *.  ELS  pro]  osing  3t),0(P  square  feet  at  $10.50  per  square  foot. 
••  Nl  lA  currently  provides  workshops  and  other  marketing  functions.  EDS  p  roposal  provides  staffing  for  these 

functions,  but  costs  wer&excluded  pending  receipt  of  specific  directions  from  HA.  1  lie  cost  of  the  marketing  functions 
is  included  at  footnote  17. 

•>  N  F  lA  budget  includes  $.50,000  lor  office  suppilies.  Some  of  the  costs  included  elsewhere  in  EDS  proptosal. 
n  $111,000  of  onetime,  startup  recruiting  expenses  included  in  ELS’s  first  year. 

u  Projection  based  on  58.75  per  new  policy  and  $4  per  renewal  policy,  with  larger  percentage  of  renewals  as  opposed 
to  new  piolicies. 

n  Projected  based  on  $45  per  claim. 

••  Projected  based  on  5  pet  of  pren.iums  lor  present  II UE /NFIA  agreen  ent. 

>•  Projected  based  on  historical  average  of  3.3  pet  of  p  ren  iun  s. 

”  See  footnotes  5  and  10  above. 

Includes  onetime  startup  costs. 

■•  Fixed  lee  based  on  10  pet  of  EUA’s  costs. 

Bob  G.  Odle,  Elsq., 

Hcgan  &  Hartson, 

815  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

October  19,  1977. 

Dear  Bob:  As  you  know,  the  Department 
Intends  to  seek  Congressional  views  of  the 
form  In  which  the  flood  Insurance  program  is 
to  be  continued.  The  material  which  we  re¬ 
ceived  from  Frank  Nutter  on  those  items 
which  are  not  Included  In  your  proposed 
Exhibit  A  to  the  draft  contract  but  are  part 
of  the  overall  cost  to  the  Government  of  a 
Parc  A  arrangement  with  NFIA,  v/as  helpful. 

However,  the  submission  did  not  contain  any 
dollar  amounts  or  other  breakdown  for  those 
Items  Our  estimates  of  those  costs,  based  on 
our  assumptions  of  policy  volume  and  your 
organizational  structure,  are  attached.  Given 
the  extremely  tight  time  frame  in  which  the 
Department  Is  operating,  we  request  that 
you  confirm  or  correct  our  estimates  by  noon 
Friday,  October  21. 


In  Informing  the  relevant  conunittees  of 
Congress  of  the  status  of  the  flood  insiunnce 
program,  we  intend  to  state  that  NFIA  has 
accommodated  HUD’s  concern  that  HDD  did 
not  have  appropriate  prior  control  of  ex¬ 
penses,  as  that  Issue  was  defined  before  the 
House  Subcommittee  at  the  September 
hearings. 

Sincerely, 

Edward  W.  Norton, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 

Attachments. 

NFIA  Budget  for  Fiscal  Year  1978 

Salaries  _ $  2,652,000 

Data  processing  (development 

and  operations) _  2,117,000 

Legal,  audit  and  consulting _  184,000 

Travel  _  159,000 

Printing  _  750,000 

Map  distribution _  1,000,000 

Telephone  _  200,000 

Postage  _  819,000 


NFIA  Budget  for  Fiscal  Tear  1978 — 


Continued 

Bent  (space) _  $183,000 

Advertlslng/PJt.  _  159,000 

Furniture  and  equipment _  252,000 

Other  _  64,000 


Total  general  expense  _  •  8,639,000 

Servicing  carriers  _  *6,931,000 

Claims  adjusting  _  *  1,352,000 


Total  operating  expense _  16,822,000 


NFIA  allowance _  *  5,366,000 

State  premium  taxes _  *3,600,000 


Total  other  part  A  costs _  8,866,000 


Total  program  costs _  25,688,000 

*  Based  on  the  NFIA  Budget. 


•Projected  based  on  $8.76  per  new  policy 
and  $4.00  per  renewal  policy. 

•Projected  based  on  $45.00  per  claim. 

*  Projected  based  on  5  percent  of  premiums 
per  present  HUD/NFTA  agreement. 

•NFIA  estimate  per  letter  dated  Oct.  17, 
1977. 

October  21,  1977. 

By  Messenger 
Edward  W.  Nort'n,  E-'o., 

Deputy  General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451- 
7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410 

Db:ar  Eh):  This  Is  In  response  to  your  letter 
of  October  19,  1977.  We  are  gratified  that  our 
negotiations  are  successfully  concluded  and 
that  HUD  finds  acceptable  the  contract 
which  was  negotiated.  We  look  forward  to 
an  early  signing  date. 

As  requested,  NFTA  has  reviewed  the  budg¬ 
et  and  cost  estimates  appended  to  your  let¬ 
ter.  NETA’s  comments  thereon  are  enclosed. 
We  trust  you  will  Include  our  explanatory 
notations  In  any  Part  A  vs.  Part  B  submis¬ 
sion  you  make  to  the  Secretary  and  to  Con¬ 
gress. 

We  have  also  enclosed  the  form  of  serv¬ 
icing  company  contract  which  was  agreed 
upon  by  use  and  Bill  Cummlng  of  your  staff 
on  August  6,  1977.  This  Is  the  document  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  Exhibit  C  in  the  new  NFIA/HUD 
agreement. 

Sincerely, 

Bob  Glen  Odle. 

Enclosures. 

National  Flood  Insurers  Association 

NFIA  COMMENTS  ON  BUGET  AND  COST  ESTIMATES 

APPENDED  TO  OCTOBER  19,  1977  HUD  LETTER 

TO  HOGAN  &  HARTSON 


October  21,  1977. 

1.  HUD’S  Note  A.  The  figure  listed  as  "Total 
General  Expense”  is  identical  to  operating 
cost  figures  previously  submitted  by  NFIA. 
A  copy  of  NFlA’s  Operating  Budget  for  FY 
1978  Is  attached. 

2.  HUD’S  Notes  B  and  C.  These  Items  rep¬ 
resent  the  payment  of  fees  for  policy  process¬ 
ing  and  claims  supervision  In  a  fully  de¬ 
centralized,  nationwide  network  of  Insurance 
companies.  On  the  basis  of  assumptions  ap¬ 
parently  made  by  HUD,  HUD’s  flgi’res  of 
$6,931,000  for  "servicing  carriers”  and  $1,362,- 
000  for  "claims  adjusting”  appear  reasonable, 
with  two  caveats.  F7rst,  because  these  fees 
are  directly  related  to  sales  and  claim  activ¬ 
ity,  a  significant  upward  or  downward  shift 
In  sales  volume  or  claims  activity  would 
materially  affect  the  estimates.  Second,  under 
the  terms  of  the  new  contract  between 
NFIA  and  HUD,  NFIA  will  be  reviewing  the 
structure  of  the  current  servicing  network 
and,  during  fiscal  year  1978,  begin  to  com¬ 
petitively  relet  all  servicing  company  con- 
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tracts.  NPIA  Is  unable  to  predict  what  the 
competitive  selection  process  will  produce. 

3.  HUD’S  Note  D.  The  term  "NFIA  Allow¬ 
ance”  for  this  Item  Is  a  misnomer,  HUD’s 
figure  of  $5,366,000  actually  represents  HUD’s 
estimate  of  the  maximum  possible  return  to 
NFIA  members  for  their  capital  commitment 
to  the  flood  Insurance  loss  exposure  of  the 
program  based  upon  an  assumed  $107  mil¬ 
lion  in  written  premiums.  Such  an  item 
should  not  be  considered  as  a  cost  to  the 
program.  It  Is,  in  fact,  a  return  on  risk 
capital  which  may  well  be  signiflcantly  below 
HUD’s  estimate.  Program  statistics  demon¬ 
strate  that  member  companies  could  pos¬ 
sibly  receive  no  return  on  pledged  capital 
for  1978,  but  Instead  may  be  called  upon  to 
pay  flood  losses  from  their  pledged  capital. 
For  this  Item  to  be  appropriately  considered 
as  a  cost  to  the  program,  it  should  be  calcu¬ 
lated  over  an  extended  number  of  years. 
Because  of  the  nature  of  the  risk  capital, 
it  Is  Inappropriate  to  attempt  to  meas\u*e  the 
amount  of  the  Item,  If  any,  for  any  given 
year.  The  Inclusion  of  such  a  flgure  in  any 
estimate  of  total  program  costs  may  mis¬ 
represent  the  true  costs  of  a  Part  A  program, 
and  falls  to  assess  the  potential  for  capital 
contribution. 

4.  HUD’s  Note  E.  The  govermnent  does  not 
share  in  the  payment  of  state  premium  taxes. 
Although  the  payment  of  these  taxes  is  a 
cost  of  doing  business,  they  bear  no  rela¬ 
tionship  to  the  operating  efficiency  of  NFIA’s 
performance. 

National  Flood  Insurers  Association 
budget  operating  costs — fiscal  year  Sep- 
tembcr  SO,  1978 


(In  thousands) 

Salaries; 

Wages . . 

Benefits _ 

Marketing,  communications,  media 
relations,  research,  and  adverti¬ 
sing . 

Telephone _ 

Rent. . . . . . 

Postage  and  express . 

Printing _ _ _ 

Travel _ _ _ _ _ 

C  LS  8ul»cript  ion . . . . 

Temporary  ^ency  hires . 

Office  supplies: 

Supplies. . . . . 

Reproduction . . . 

Microfilming . . 

Equipment  and  furniture _ 

Other . . . 

Legal . . . . 

Audit . . . . 

Consulting . . 

Data  processiug; 

Operations _ 

Development _ _ _ 

Map  distribution . . . 


$2, 2in 

442 


.10 


68 

.10 

48 


867 

1,2,10 


$2,6.12 


1.19 

200 

183 

819 

7,10 

1.19 

24 

40 


2.12 

24 

80 

80 


2,117 

1,000 


Total. 


8,  .139 


(FR  Doc.77-32584  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am) 


[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

lF14954r-A] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

On  November  15,  1973,  Olgoonik  Corp., 
for  the  Native  village  of  Wainwright, 
filed  selection  application  F-14954-A  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  12  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601,  1611  (Supp.  V,  1975))  for 
the  surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  the 
Wainwright  area. 


As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
application,  as  amended,  is  properly  filed 
and  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  section  12(a),  ag¬ 
gregating  approximately  4,984  acres,  is 
considered  proper  for  acquisition  by  Ol¬ 
goonik  Corp.  and  is  hereby  approved 
for  conveyance  pursuant  to  section  14 
(a)  of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settle¬ 
ment  Act:  , 

Umiat  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsxtrveyed) 

T.  16  N.,  R.  30  W., 

Sec.  8,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

T.  15  N.,  R.  31  W., 

Sec.  17,  excluding  PLO  1851; 

Sec.  18  (fractional),  excluding  PLO  1851 
and  Tract  B  of  U.S.  Survey  4418; 

Secs.  20  and  21,  excluding  PLO  1851; 

Secs.  28  and  29  (fractional),  excluding  PLO 
1851; 

Sec.  33  (fractional),  excluding  PLO  1851. 

Containing  approximately  3,398  acres. 

T.  15  N.,  R.  32  W., 

Sec.  13  (fractional),  excluding  PLO  1851. 

Containing  approximately  36  acres. 

T.  14  N.,  R.  33  W.  (fractional) , 

All. 

Containing  approximately  910  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
estate  of  the  lands  described  above  shall 
contain  the  following  reservations  to  the 
United  States: 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches  and 
canals  constructed  by  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by 
the  act  of  August  30,  1890,  26  Stat.  391,  43 

U. S.C.  945; 

2.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  railroads,  telegraph,  and  tele¬ 
phone  lines,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by 
the  act  of  March  12,  1914,  38  Stat.  305,  43 
U.S.C.  975d; 

3.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and  appurte¬ 
nances,  of  whatsoever  nature,  accruing  unto 
said  estate  pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18,  1971 
(85  Stat.  688,  705;  43  U.S.C.  1601,  1613(f) 
(Supp.  V,  1975) );  and 

4.  Pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December 
18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1616(b)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by  easement 
identification  number  (EIN)  on  the  ease¬ 
ment  map  in  case  file  F-14954-EE,  are  re¬ 
served  to  the  United  States  and  are  subject 
to  further  regulation  thereby: 

a.  (EIN  1  C5,  E)  An  easement  for  the 
existing  trail  along  the  Chukchi  seacoasts, 
twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width,  through  the 
selected  lands  and  village  lands  to  public 
lands  to  the  north  and  south.  The  usage  of 
roads  and  trails  will  be  controlled  by  ap¬ 
plicable  State  or  Federal  law  or  regulation. 

b.  (EIN  2  C5,  E)  An  easement  one  hundred 
(100)  feet  in  width  for  a  propose  road  lo¬ 
cated  along  the  alignment  proposed  by  the 
Alaska  Department  of  Highways  from  Wain¬ 


wright  easterly  towards  Barrow,  through 
the  selected  lands  and  village  lands  to  pub¬ 
lic  lands  to  the  north  and  east.  The  usage 
of  roads  and  trails  will  be  controlled  by 
applicable  State  or  Federal  law  or  regula¬ 
tion. 

c.  (EIN  4  Dl,  C4)  A  continuous  linear  ease¬ 
ment  twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width  upland 
of  and  parallel  to  the  mean  high  tide  line 
in  order  to  provide  access  to  and  along  the 
marine  coastline  and  use  of  such  shore  for 
purposes  such  as  beaching  of  watercraft  or 
aircraft,  travel  along  the  shore,  recreation, 
and  other  similar  uses.  Deviations  from  the 
waterline  are  permitted  when  specific  condi¬ 
tions  so  require,  e.g.,  impassable  topography 
or  waterfront  obstruction.  This  easement 
is  subject  to  the  right  of  the  owner  of  the 
servient  estate  to  build  upon  such  easement 
a  facility  for  public  or  private  purposes,  such 
right  to  be  exercised  reasonably  and  without 
undue  or  unnecessary  interference  with  or 
obstruction  of  the  easement.  When  access 
along  the  marine  coastline  easement  is  to  be 
obstructed,  the  owner  of  the  servient  estate 
will  be  obligated  to  convey  to  the  United 
States  an  acceptable  alternate  access  route, 
at  no  cost  to  the  United  States,  prior  to 
the  creation  of  such  obstruction. 

d.  (EIN  6  C)  ’The  right  of  the  United  States 
to  enter  upon  the  lands  hereinabove  granted 
for  cadastral,  geodetic,  or  other  survey  pur¬ 
poses  is  reserved,  together  with  the  right  to 
do  all  things  necessary  in  connection  there¬ 
with. 

e.  (EIN  7  C)  Easements  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  energy,  fuel,  and  natural  resources 
which  are  the  property  of  the  United  States 
or  which  are  intended  lor  delivery  to  the 
United  States  or  which  are  produced  by  the 
United  States.  These  easements  also  include 
the  right  to  build  any  related  facilities  nec¬ 
essary  lor  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  trans¬ 
port  energy,  fuel,  and  natural  resources,  in¬ 
cluding  those  related  facilities  necessary  dur¬ 
ing  periods  of  planning,  locating,  construct¬ 
ing,  operating,  maintaining,  or  terminating 
transportation  systems.  ’The  specific  loca¬ 
tion  of  these  easements  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  only  alter  consultation  with  the 
owner  of  the  servient  estate.  Whenever  the 
use  of  such  easements  will  require  removal 
or  relocation  of  any  structure  owned  or 
authorized  by  the  owner  of  the  servient 
estate,  such  use  shall  not  be  initiated  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  the  owner  of  such  im¬ 
provement;  Provided,  however.  That  the 
United  States  may  exercise  the  right  of 
eminent  domain  if  such  consent  is  not  given. 
Only  those  portions  of  these  easements  that 
are  actually  in  use  or  that  are  expressly  au¬ 
thorized  on  March  3,  1996,  shall  continue  to 
be  in  force. 

f.  The  agreement  of  May  14,  1974,  between 
the  United  States  Department  of  the  Navy, 
the  Arctic  Slope  Regional  Corp.,  Olgoonik 
Corp.,  and  three  other  Arctic  Slope  village 
corporations  reserves  those  easements  neces¬ 
sary  to  implement  said  agreement.  A  copy  of 
the  agreement  is  loacted  in  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  file  F-14954-EE. 

The  grant  of  lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  descripition  of  the  lands  herein¬ 
above  granted  after  approval  and  filing  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  of  the  of¬ 
ficial  plat  of  survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  those  created  by 
any  lease  (including  a  lease  issued  under  sec¬ 
tion  6(g)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of 
July  7,  1958  (  72  Stat.  339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch. 
2,  Sec.  6(g)  (1970) ) ) ,  contract,  permit,  right- 
of-way,  or  easement,  and  the  right  of  the 
lessee,  contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to 
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the  complete  enjoyment  ol  all  rights,  privi¬ 
leges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted  to  him; 

3.  Requirements  of  section  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43  U.S.C. 
1601,  1613(c)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  that  the 
grantee  hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if 
any,  of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as  are 
prescribed  in  said  section;  and 

4.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  dated  August  6,  1976,  between  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior,  Arctic  Slope  Regional 
Corp.,  Olgoonik  Corp.,  and  the  seven  other 
Arctic  Slope  village  corporations.  A  copy  of 
the  agreement  shall  be  attached  to  and  be¬ 
come  a  part  of  the  convejrance  document  and 
shall  be  recorded  therewith.  A  copy  of  the 
agreement  is  located  in  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  easement  case  file  for  Olgoonik 
Corp.,  serialized  P-14954-EE.  Any  person 
wishing  to  examine  this  agreement  may  do  so 
at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska 
State  Office,  555  Cordova  Street,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501. 

Conveyance  of  the  remaining  entitle¬ 
ment  to  Olgoonik  Corp.  will  be  made  at 
a  later  date.  It  should  be  noted  that  no 
conveyance  will  be  issued  to  Arctic  Slope 
Regional  Corp.  for  the  subsurface  estate 
of  these  lands,  since  the  lands  involved 
are  located  within  the  National  Petro¬ 
leum  Reserve  in  Alaska  (formerly  Naval 
Petroleum  Reserve  Numbered  4) .  Section 
12(a)  (1)  of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Settlement  Act  provides  that  when  a  vil¬ 
lage  corporation  selects  the  surface  es¬ 
tate  to  lands  within  National  Petroleum 
Reserve — Alaska,  the  regional  corpora¬ 
tion  may  make  in-lieu  selections  of  sub¬ 
surface  estate,  in  an  equal  acreage,  from 
the  lands  withdrawn  by  subsection  11(a) 
of  the  act. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  although 
interim  conveyance  No.  042,  issued  to 
Olgoonik  Corp.  on  May  20,  1976,  stated 
approximately  105,312  acres  were  con¬ 
veyed,  the  acreage  actually  contained  in 
the  lands  described  in  that  document 
totalled  approximately  104,417  acres; 
therefore,  the  grand  total  of  the  acreage 
in  interim  conveyance  No.  042  and  those 
lands  described  herein  is  approximately 
109,401  acres.  "Hie  in-lieu  subsurface  en¬ 
titlement  to  the  region  will  reflect  this 
corrected  acreage. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  navigable  within  the  lands 
described. 

In  accordance  with  departmental  reg¬ 
ulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of  this 
decision  is  being  published  once  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  once  a  week,  for 
four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the  Fair¬ 
banks  Daily  News-Miner.  Any  party 
claiming  a  property  interest  in  the  lands 
affected  by  this  decision  may  appeal  the 
decision  to  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Ap¬ 
peal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99510,  with  a  copy  served  upon 
both  the  Biu'eau  of  Land  Management, 
Alaska  State  Office,  555  Cordova  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501,  and  the  Re¬ 
gional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
510  L  Street,  Suite  408,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501;  also; 

1 .  Any  party  receiving  service  of  this  deci¬ 
sion  shall  have  30  days  from  the  receipt  of 
thLs  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties  un¬ 
able  to  be  located  after  reasonable  efforts 
have  been  expended  to  locate,  and  any  par¬ 


ties  who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shaU  have  until  December  12,  1077, 
to  file  an  appeal. 

3.  Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  may 
claim  a  prop^y  intmeet  which  la  adversely 
affected  by  this  decision  shaU  be  deemed  to 
have  waived  those  rights  which  were  ad¬ 
versely  affected  unless  an  appeal  is  timely 
filed  with  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal 
Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the  ap¬ 
peal.  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such  ap¬ 
peals.  Further  information  on  the  man¬ 
ner  of,  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.  555  Cordova 
Street,  Anchorage,  Alaslu  99501. 

'  .  Richard  E.  Soremon, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  OperatUms. 
|FR  Doc.77-32530  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[ 4310-84 ] 

IAR-048561 

ARIZONA 

Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
and  Reservation  of  Lands:  Correction 

October  31, 1977. 

In  the  September  23,  1977,  Federal 
Register,  Volume  No.  42,  Page  Numbers 
48399-48400,  Document  Number  77- 
27763,  the  land  description  in  the  third 
column  of  Page  48399  is  corrected  to 
read: 

T.  5  s..  R.  10  w.. 

Sec.  30,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  NEV4.  E«/iNW%, 
NEV4SW14. 

Robert  O.  Buffington, 
State  Director. 
[FR  Doc.77-32678  FUed  11-9-77; 8. 45  am] 

[4310-84] 

]NM  31812,  31978,  31988,  and  32005] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Applications 

November  2,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  four  4*72 -inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lards: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 

T.  29  N.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  6,  lot  8; 

Sec  9,  E%SE«4; 

Sec.  10,  NW«4SWi4: 

Sec.  34,  SEV4NE%; 

Sec.  35,  lots  4  and  5. 

T.  30  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  10,  lot  3. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.912  miles  of  public  lands  in  San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 


if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promUy  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 

Actirig  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

IFR  Doc.77-32681  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 

[ 4310-84  ] 

|NM  31979] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

November  2,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185)  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  one  4  Mi -inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Moudian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  20  S.,  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  29,  WV4SE»A. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.354  miles  of  public  land  in  Eddy 
Coimty,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.  88201. 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.77-32579  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 

[4310-84] 

|NM  31969] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

November  2,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Continental  Oil  Company  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  one  4-lnch  natural  gas  pipeline 
right-of-way  across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  17  S.,  B.  30  E., 

Sec.  20,  WVfeSWVi: 

Sec.  29.  WViNW^  and  NW)4SW)4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.903  miles  of  public  land  in  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap- 
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proved,  and  if  so,  under  which  terms  and 
conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.  88201, 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.77-32680  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

(NM  31862,  32000,  32002,  32003,  32004,  32006, 
32007,  32008,  32009,  32017  and  32018] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

October  31, 1977, 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  eleven  4^4 -inch  natural  gas 
pipelines  with  relat^  facilities  rights- 
of-way  across  the  following  lands : 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 

T.  27  N.,  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  36,  SEViNWV4. 

T.  28  N.,  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  8,  lots  2,  3  and  Si4SW>4- 
T.  29  N.,  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  8,  lot  3;  sec.  32,  NW^^SW»^. 

T.  26  N.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  20,  SW^SW>4:  sec.  29,  NWV4NW*/4: 
sec.  30,  lots  1,  2,  Ny2NE»4  and  NE^^NW^4. 
7  29  IT  R  9  W 

Sec.  14,  lot  6:  sec.  20,  NV^NE^^  and  NEV4 
NW*4:  sec.  23,  lots  4  and  6;  sec.  33,  SV^ 
NW(4  and  NWV4SWV4. 

T.  26  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  26,  EViNEVi. 

T,  31  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  31,  lots  11,  12,  14, 19  and  20. 

T.  32  N.,  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  24,  N^4NE^^:  sec.  28,  E>/2NWV4- 
These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  4.391  miles  of  public  lands  in  San 
Juan  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
(FR  Doc.77-32698  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 4310-84  ] 

[N-68181 

NEVADA 

Airport  Lease  Application  Withdrawn 
November  2,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  White  River 
Valley  Land  &  Development  Company. 


Inc.  has  withdrawn  its  airport  lease  ap¬ 
plication  on  the  following  lands; 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T  12  IT  R  62  E 

Sec.  3,’  NiiNWvi.  SWV4NWV4.  NW^^NEV4; 

Sec.  4,  SW^,  NE^,  wygSEi^,  SE%NW%; 

Sec.  9,  W‘/2E>4. 

T.  13  N.,  R.  62  E., 

Sec.  34,  sy2SWV4.  Wy2SE^^. 

Therefore,  at  10  ajn.  on  December  8, 
1977  the  lands  will  be  relieved  of  the  seg¬ 
regative  effect  of  the  application. 

Wm.  J.  Malencik, 

Chief,  Division  of 
Technical  Services. 

(PR  Doc.77-32608  Filed  ll-8-77;8:45  am] 


[  4310-84  ] 

[N-166141 

NEVADA 

Airport  Lease  Application 

November  3,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  May  24,  1928  (49  U.S.C.  211- 
214) ,  Nye  County  has  applied  for  an  air- 
p>ort  lease  for  the  following  land: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T.  21,  S.,  R.  63  E., 

Oat  (i  All- 

Sec!  6,  E^,  NE^^NW^^: 

Sec.  9,  wy2: 

Sec.  16,  £1/2.  NW^^.  NE^^SW‘^. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  filing  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  segregates  the  described  land  from 
all  other  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  public  land  laws. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
names  and  addresses  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Las  Vegas  District  Office,  4765  W.  Vegas 
Drive,  Box  5400,  Las  Vegas,  NV  89102. 

Wm.  J.  Malencik, 

Chief,  Division  of 
Technical  Services. 

(PR  Doc.77-32597  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4310-841 

(OR  2235] 

OREGON 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Public 
Lands 

In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  imder 
the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1934,  48  Stat.  1269,  1272,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  43  n.S.C. 
315g  (1964),  the  following  lands  have 
been  reconveyed  to  the  United  States: 

Willamette  Meridian 
T.  21  S.,  R.  30  E., 

Sec.  14.  SW*4NE1/4.  NV4SE^^,  and  SEV4SEV4. 
T.  22  S..  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  16,  NV^NE^.  SWV4NE^^.  NW»4,  and 
N^4SW^^,  except  that  parcel  of  land  in 
the  NE>4NEV4  containing  0.06  acre,  more 
or  less,  conveyed  to  the  Malheur  Rail¬ 
road  Company  for  railroad  purposes  by 
deed  recorded  March  16,  1926,  at  Bo<^  32 
Page  323,  Deed  Records  of  Harney 
County,  Oreg.; 

Sec.  19,  lot  1,  except  that  parcel  of  land 
containing  3.00  acres,  mcH%  or  less,  con¬ 


veyed  to  Harney  County,  Oregon,  for 
road  purposes,  by  deed  recorded  August 
6,  1954,  at  Book  69,  Page  69,  Deed  Rec¬ 
ords  of  Harney  County,  Oreg. 

T.  21  S.,  B.  32  y*  E.. 

Sec.  29,  NEJ/4NWV4.  except  that  parcel  of 
land  containing  2.08  acres,  more  or  less, 
conveyed  to  Harney  County,  Oregon,  for 
road  purposes,  by  deed  recorded  Septem¬ 
ber  20,  1950,  at  Book  52,  Page  701,  Deed 
Records  of  Harney  County,  Oreg. 

T.  29  S.,  R.  34  E., 

Sec.  17.  NWJ^NWV4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate,  after 
making  the  aforesaid  exceptions,  629.39 
acres  in  Harney  County,  Oreg. 

2.  The  subject  lands  consist  of  four 
parcels  located  generally  within  4  to  15 
miles  north  and  northeast  of  the  City  of 
Bums  an'd  one  parcel  located  near  Riddle 
Creek  approximately  45  miles  southeast 
of  the  City  of  Burns.  Elevation  ranges 
from  4,300  to  5,200  feet  above  sea  level, 
and  the  topography  varies  from  gently 
sloping  to  rough  and  steep.  Vegetation 
consists  primarily  of  sagebrush  and  na¬ 
tive  grasses  with  some  juniper,  ponder- 
osa  pine,  and  momitain  mahogany  on  a 
few  of  the  parcels.  In  the  past,  the  lands 
have  been  used  for  livestock  grazing 
purposes,  and  they  will  be  managed,  to¬ 
gether  with  adjoining  public  lands,  for 
multiple  use. 

3.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraph  1  hereof 
are  hereby  open  to  operation  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws 
(Ch.  2,  Title  30  U.S.C.)  and  the  mineral 
leasing  laws.  All  valid  applications  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10:00  a.m.  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1977,  shall  be  considered  as  simul¬ 
taneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those  re¬ 
ceived  thereafter  shall  be  considered  in 
the  order  of  filing. 

4.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch 
of  Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oreg.  97208. 

Frederick  S.  Crafts, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc .77-32609  Piled  Il-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

(U-38078] 

UTAH  “ 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

October  31,  1977. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Interior,  has  filed  application. 
Serial  No.  U-38078,  for  the  withdrawal 
of  299.03  acres  of  public  land  in  the 
Ashley  National  Forest  from  settlement, 
sale,  location,  or  entry,  under  all  of  the 
general  land  laws,  including  the  mining 
laws,  30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2,  but  not  from  leas¬ 
ing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  sub¬ 
ject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  desires 
this  land  for  trailhead  and  recreation 
purposes  in  connection  with  the  Uintah 
Unit,  Central  Utah  Project,  Utah. 

On  or  before  November  23,  1977,  all 
persons  who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
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suggestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  in  writing  to  the  under¬ 
signed  offi:er  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Pursuant  to  Section  204(h)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1976,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is  af¬ 
forded.  All  interested  persons  who  desire 
to  be  heard  on  the  proposed  withdrawal 
must  submit  a  written  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  to  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of 
Management,  at  the  address  shown 
below,  by  November  23,  1977.  Upon  de¬ 
termination  by  the  State  Director  that 
a  public  hearing  will  be  held,  the  time 
and  place  will  be  annotmced. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior’s  regu¬ 
lations  provide  that  the  authorized  oflB- 
cer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
will  undertake  such  investigations  as  are 
necessary  to  determine  the  existing  and 
potential  demands  for  the  lands  and 
their  resources.  He  w'ill  also  undertake 
negotiations  with  the  applicant  agency 
with  the  view  of  adjusting  the  applica¬ 
tion  to  reduce  the  area  to  the  minimum 
essential  to  meet  the  applicant’s  needs, 
to  provide  for  the  maximum  concurrent 
utilization  of  the  lands  for  purposes 
other  than  the  applicant’s  and  to  reach 
agreement  on  the  concurrent  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  lands  and  their  resources. 

The  authorized  office  will  also  prepare 
a  report  for  consideration  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  who  will  determine 
whether  or  not  the  lands  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  as  requested  by  the  applicant 
agency.  The  determination  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  on  the  application  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  no¬ 
tice  will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party 
of  record. 

For  a  peri(xl  of  two  years  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  lands  will  be  seg¬ 
regated  from  entry  as  specified  above 
unless  the  application  is  rejected  or  the 
withdrawal  is  approved  prior  to  that 
date.  If  the  withdrawal  is  approved  by 
the  Secretary,  it  will  be  for  an  indefinite 
period,  and  the  lands  will  remain 
segregated. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Uintah  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  3  N.,  R.  1  E.,  (Paradise  Park  Reservoir) 
Sec.  7,  SE>4SE>4; 

Sec.  8.  SW»4SWy4. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  1  W.,  (Chepeta  Lake  Trailhead) 
Sec.  4,  lot  4. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  2  W.,  (Uinta  River  Day  Use  and 
Parking) 

Sec.  4,  lot  4; 

NV4SW>4NWV4; 

NE^4SW)4. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  2  W.,  (Uinta  River  Trailhead) 

Sec.  30,  SW%NE)4. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  2  W.,  (West  Fork  Whiterocks  River 
Trailhead) 

Sec.  24.  NW>4SE>4. 

Containing  299.03  acres  in  Duchesne  and 
Uintah  Counties. 

All  communications  in  connection  with 
this  withdrawal  should  be  addressed  to 
the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Utah  State  Office,  University  Club  Build¬ 


ing,  136  East  South  Temple,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84111. 

Paul  L.  Howard, 
State  Director. 

IFR  Doc.77-32582  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[4310-55] 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Louis  J.  Bougie,  Route  3, 
De  Pere,  Wis.,  54115 

This  application  is  for  a  Captive  Self 
Sustaining  Peculation  permit  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  purchase  and  sale  for  propaga¬ 
tion  of  the  following  species  of 
pheasants: 

Brewn-eared  {Crossoptilon  mantchuricum) 
Edward’s  {Lophura  edwardsi) 

Bar  tailed  (Syrmaticus  humiae) 

Mikado  (Syrmaticus  mikado) 

Palawan  Peacock  (Polypleetron  emphanum) 
Swinhoe's  (Lophura  swinhoii) 

Humane  shipment  and  care  in  transit  is 
assured. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1428.  Interested  persofis 
may  comment  on  this  application  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

IFR  Doc  77-32627  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[ 4310-55 ] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Chicago  Zoological  Park 
<  Brookfield  Zoo)  Brookfield,  III.  60513 

The  purpose  of  the  application  is  to 
purchase  and  transport  one  male  and 
one  female  mandrill  (Papio  sphinx) 
from  the  Gladys  Porter  Zoo,  Browns¬ 
ville,  Texas,  to  the  Chicago  Zoological 
Park,  Brookfield,  HI.  for  the  purposes  of 
zoological  exhibition  and  scientific 
research.  Humane  shipment  and  care  has 
been  indicated  by  applicant. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  available 
to  tiie  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(■WT*0),  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1592.  Interested  persons 


may  comment  on  this  application  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Offlee,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-32628  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am) 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Fort  Worth  Zoological 

Park,  2727  Zoological  Park  Drive, 

Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76110 

The  purpose  of  the  application  is  to 
export  25  American  alligators  (Alligator 
mississippiensis)  to  Stuttgrat,  Cairo, 
Calcutta,  and  Tel  Aviv  as  gifts.  ’The  ani¬ 
mals  were  captive  bom  in  October  1976. 
The  animals  will  be  used  for  zoological 
exhibition.  Appropriate  humane  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  indicated  by  appli¬ 
cant. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1153.  Interested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting  com¬ 
ments. 

Dated:  November  7,  1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

IFR  Doc.77-32629  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am) 


[ 4310-55 ] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Truman  Franklin  May¬ 
nard,  P.O.  Box  537,  114  Lee  Street, 
Wetumpka,  Ala.  36092 

This  application  is  for  a  Captive 
Self  Sustaining  Population  permit 
authorizing  the  purchase  and  sale  for 
propagation  of  the  following  species  of 
pheasants: 

Brown-eared  (Crossoptilon  mantchuricum) 
Edward’s  (Lophura  edwardsi) 

Bar  tailed  (Syrmaticus  humiae) 

Mikado  (Syrmaticus  mikado) 

Palawan  Peacock  (Polypleetron  emphanum ) 
Swinhoe’s  (Lophura  swinhoii) 

Humane  shipment  and  care  in  transit  Is 
assured. 
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Document  and  other  infonnatlon  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  US.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO),  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  c^pUcstion  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-1552.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  may  comment  on  this  api^cation 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address  by  December  12,  1977.  Please 
refer  to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  November  7,  1977. 

Dovalo  G.  Domahoo, 
CWc/,  Permit  Branch,  Federai 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  V.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[PR  Doc.77-32630  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Minnesota  Zoological  Gar¬ 
den,  12101  JoHNNT  Cake  Ridge  Road, 
Apple  Valley.  Minnesota  55124 

The  piu'pose  of  this  application  is  to 
Import  two  male  and  four  female  Bac- 
trian  camels  (Cameuls  bactrianus}  from 
Norway.  These  animals  were  captive 
bom  in  1975  and  1976  and  will  be  used 
for  ecological  exhibition  and  captive 
breeding  to  enhance  the  survival  of  the 
species.  Appropriate  human  considera- 
ti<xi  have  ^en  indicated  by  applicant. 

Document  and  other  information  sub- 
mlted  with  this  applicatimi  are  available 
to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

nils  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1534.  Interested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
to  the  Director  at  the  above  address  by 
December  12,  1977.  Please  refer  to  the 
file  number  when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  November  7,  1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[PR  Doc .77-32631  Piled  11-9-77,8:45  am] 

[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Michael  B.  Muse,  P.O.  Box 
221,  F1.0RENCE,  Mississippi  39073 

This  application  is  for  a  Captive  Self 
Sustaining  Population  permit  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  purcha^  and  sale  for  propagation 
of  the  following  species  of  pheasants  of 
pheasants : 

Brown-eared  (Crossoptilon  mantchuricum) . 
Edward’s  {Lophura  edtoardsi) . 

Bar  tailed  (Syrmaticus  humiae) . 


Mikado  (Stfrmatims  mikado) 

Palawan  Peacock  {Polyplectron  emphanum) . 
Swlnhoe*s  iZjophvra  npimhoU). 

Humane  shipment  and  care  in  transit  is 
assured. 

Document  and  other  infcn'ination  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO).  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  ainilication  hu  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1524.  Interested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting  com¬ 
ments. 

Dated;  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office.  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

I FR  Doc.77-32632  Piled  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[ 4310-55 ] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Rush  -  Presbyterian  -  St. 

Luke’s  Med.  Ctr.,  1753  West  Congress 

Parkway,  Chicago,  Illinois  60612 

Hie  purpose  of  application  is  to  export 
2  female  and  1  male  cotton-top  marmo¬ 
sets  iSaguinus  oedipus)  to  Germany. 
TTiese  animals  are  being  used  in  interna¬ 
tional  cancer  research.  Apprc^riate  hu¬ 
mane  treatment  has  be^  indicated  by 
the  applicant. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  availa¬ 
ble  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1318.  Interested  persons 
may  commit  on  this  application  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  Decanber  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting  com¬ 
ments. 

Dated:  November  7,  1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch.  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office.  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-32633  PUed  ll-U-77;8:45  am] 


[ 4310-55 ] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  San  Diego  Zoological  Gar¬ 
den,  P.O.  Box  551,  San  Diego,  Califor¬ 
nia  92112 

The  purpose  of  this  ai^lication  is  to 
export  four  Ring-tailed  lemurs  (Lemur 
catta)  to  Belgium.  The  animals  will  be 


used  by  the  Antwerp  Zoo  for  a  long-term 
captive  breeding  project.  Appropriate 
humane  considerations  have  been  indi¬ 
cated  by  applicant. 

Document  and  other  informatimi  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  applicatiCHi  are  availa¬ 
ble  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
(WPO),  Washington,  D.C,  20240. 

This  appUcaticHi  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1522.  Int^ested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by 
sutmiitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting  com¬ 
ments. 

Dated;  Nov«nber  7,  1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office.  V.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[PR  DOC.77-32634  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant;  Mrs.  Maury  Stockley,  Twin 
Valley  Game  Bird  Farm,  Route  No. 
5 — Box  52  (Laconia  Community), 
Somerville,  Tennessee  38068 

This  application  is  for  a  Captive  Self 
Sustaining  Population  permit  autiiMlz- 
ing  the  purchase  and  sale  for  propaga¬ 
tion  of  the  following  species  of 
pheasants: 

Brown-eared  (Crossoptilon  mantchuricum). 
Edward’s  (Lopkura  edwardsi) . 

Bar  tailed  (Syrmaticus  humiae). 

Mikado  (Syrmaticus  mikado) . 

Palawan  Peacock  (Polyplectron  emphanum) . 
Swlnhoe’s  (Lophura  swinhoU) . 

Humane  shipment  and  care  in  transit  is 
assured. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  Room  534, 1717  H  St.,  NW., 
WashingUxi,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  (WPO),  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  ai^lication  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-1520.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  may  comment  on  this  application 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address  by  Decemb^  12,  1977.  Please 
refer  to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-32635  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 
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[  4310-55  ] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Raymond  T.  Uyeda,  3638-C 

Crater  Road,  Honolulu,  Hawau 

96816 

This  application  is  for  authorization 
to  purchase  12  male  and  12  female 
scarlet-chested  parakeets  (.Neophema 
splendida)  and  12  male  and  12  female 
Turguoise  parakeets  {Neophema  pul- 
chella).  Humane  shipment  and  care  in 
transit  is  assured. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  (WPO),  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1241.  Interested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  December  12,  1977.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch.  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Offlce,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77~32636  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Glenn  C.  Yoder,  Rt.  1,  Box 
34A  Topeka,  Indiana  46571 

The  purpose  of  the  application  is  to 
obtain  one  pair  of  Whiteeared  pheasants 
iCrossoptilon  crossoptilon)  from  a 
breeder,  Mr.  Charles  Sivelle  of  Long  Is¬ 
land,  New  York.  These  animals  were 
born  in  captivity  in  1977  and  will  be  used 
for  propagation  purposes.  Appropriate 
humane  considerations  have  been  indi¬ 
cated  by  applicant. 

Document  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  with  this  application  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  during  normal  business 
hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  by  writing  to  the 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
iWPO),  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-1529.  Interested  persons 
may  comment  on  this  application  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  within  30  days  of  the  date  of  this 
publication.  Please  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief.  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-32637  Piled  ll-0-77;8:45  amj 


[4310-55] 

MARINE  MAMMAL  PERMIT  APPUCATIONS 
FROM  FOREIGN  APPLICANTS 

Policy  Statement 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Pish  and  Wu^dfe  Serv¬ 
ice,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  policy  for 
considering  Marine  Mammal  Permit  ap¬ 
plications  from  foreign  facilities.  With¬ 
out  this  policy,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Service  to  ensure  compliance 
with  conditions  contained  in  the  Marine 
Mammal  permits  issued  to  foreign  facil¬ 
ities. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  M.  Parsons,  Chief,  Federal 

Wildlife  Permit  OfiSce,  U.S.  Fish  and 

Wildlife  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 

20240.  Telephone:  (202)  254-8100. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(FWS)  has  determined  that,  under  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
(16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  its  responsibilities 
with  respect  to  the  care  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  animals  in  facilities  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  can  be 
met  only  if  there  is  independent  evidence 
upon  which  to  base  a  conclusion  as  to 
the  reliability  of  statements  concerning 
existing  or  planned  facilities  set  forth 
in  an  application,  as  well  as  independent 
evidence  that  the  Government  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  facility  has  the  ap- 
propirate  laws  and  regulations  to  ensure 
compliance  with  permit  conditions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  permittee’s  duty  to  provide 
to  FWS  essential  periodic  reports,  and  is 
willing  to  do  so.  This  policy  is  almost  the 
same  as  the  one  published  March  12, 
1975  (40  FR  11619)  ‘  by  the  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service  which  has  ju- 
lisdiction  over  certain  species  under  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  no  applica¬ 
tion  from  a  foreign  facility  for  a  permit 
to  take  marine  mammals  for  export  from 
the  United  States  will  be  considered  un¬ 
less: 

(a)  It  is  submitted  to  the  Director, 
FWS,  through  an  appropriate  agency  of 
a  foreign  government; 

(b)  It  includes,  in  addition  to  the  in¬ 
formation  required  by  pertinent  regula¬ 
tions  (50  CFR  18.31); 

i.  A  certification  from  such  appropri¬ 
ate  government  agency  verifying  the  in¬ 
formation  set  forth  in  the  application; 

ii.  A  certification  from  such  appropri¬ 
ate  government  agency  that  the  laws  and 
regulations  of  the  government  involved 
permit  enforcement  of  the  terms  of  the 
conditions  of  the  permit  and  that  the 
government  will  enforce  such  terms; 

iii.  A  statement  from  the  government 
concerned  that  it  will  afford  comity  to 


*  See  “Hong  Kong  Jockey  Club  (Charities) 
Ltd.  and  La  Oalapene,”  FR  Doc.  76-6386. 


a  FWS  decision  to  amend,  suspend,  or 
revoke  a  permit. 

For  purposes  of  obtaining  certification 
from  the  appropriate  government 
agency,  a  foreign  facility  may  obtain  a 
copy  of  the  general  conditions  of  a  per¬ 
mit  by  writing  to:  Director,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

For  purposes  of  this  notice  and  the 
processing  of  all  applications  from  a 
foreign  facility  for  a  permit,  “appropri¬ 
ate  government  agency”  means  that 
agency  or  agencies  of  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  which  perform  functions  and  activ¬ 
ities  similar  to  the  functions  and  ac¬ 
tivities  performed  by  FWS. 

This  notice  was  prepared  by  Donald 
G.  Donahoo  and  Arthur  Lazarowitz  of 
the  Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

Dated:  October  31, 1977. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Dcc.77-32638  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  amJ 

[4310-10] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Order  No.  3009,  Amendment  No.  1] 

ELECTED  GOVERNOR  AND  LIEUTENANT 

GOVERNOR  OF  AMERICAN  SAMOA 

By  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  No. 
47  of  September  23,  1977,  the  Legislature 
of  American  Samoa  requested  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  amend  Order  No.  3009  to  provide 
therein  that  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
territory  of  American  Samoa  shall  be  se¬ 
lected  and  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  confirmed  by  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  American  Samoa  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  3  ASC  12  (c)  (?  1  of  Pub.  L. 
15-23).  Therefore,  a  new  Section  4  is 
added  to  Order  No.  3009  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Sec.  4  Attorney  General  of  American  Sa¬ 
moa.  (a)  The  Attorney  General  of  American 
Samoa  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  Such  appointment  shall  be 
effective  from  and  after  the  date  specified  in 
the  Instrument  of  appointment,  and  shall 
continue  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  provided,  however,  that  such 
appointment  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Leg¬ 
islature  of  American  Samoa  if  in  session,  and 
if  not  in  session  at  the  next  regular  session 
for  confirmation  by  a  majority  vote  of  each 
house.  If  not  confirmed  by  the  end  of  the  reg¬ 
ular  session  next  following  the  date  of  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  appointment  shall  terminate 
30-days  thereafter.  Vacancies,  including  va¬ 
cancies  caused  by  failure  of  confirmation 
shall  be  filled  in  like  manner  as  original  ap¬ 
pointment. 

(b)  The  Attorney  General  shall  have  the 
duties  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  American 
Samoa.  With  respect  to  such  duties,  the  At¬ 
torney  General  shall  be  under  the  general  su¬ 
pervision  and  control  of  the  Governor  6us 
provided  in  Article  IV,  Section  7,  Constitution 
of  American  Samoa. 

(c)  The  Attorney  General  shall  also  have 
duties  as  prescribed  in  this  order,  and  other¬ 
wise  as  may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  from  time  to  time.  In 
the  case  of  any  confilct  or  inconsistency  be¬ 
tween  his  duties  under  the  laws  of  American 
Samoa  and  his  duties  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
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Interior,  the  Attorney  General  shall  have  the 
privilege  of  disqualifying  himself  from  any 
matter  or  subject  in  such  manner  as  to  leave 
intact  the  primacy  of  his  responsibilities  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(d)  The  Attorney  General  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  with  a  copy  of  each  bill  enacted  by 
the  Legislature  of  American  Samoa,  and  he 
shall  be  empowered  to  comment  thereon  to 
the  Governor  on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  provided,  however,  that  such 
comment  shall  be  clearly  Identified  as  being 
on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
otherwise  it  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  recom¬ 
mendation  to  the  Governor  under  his  duties 
under  subsection  (b)  above. 

(e)  The  compensation  of  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  shall  be  as  provided  by  the  Legislature 
of  American  Samoa,  but  not  less  than  the 
salary  prescribed  from  time  to  time  for  the 
Lieutenant  Governor.  If  the  Attorney  General 
is  not  an  American  Samoan  or  a  permanent 
resident  of  American  Samoa,  he  or  she  shall 
be  treated  as  nearly  as  may  be  as  a  contract 
employee  of  the  Government  of  American 
Samoa,  with  respect  particularly  to  housing 
entitlement,  medical  services,  annual  leave 
accrual,  and  such  other  benefits  as  may  be 
mad  available  to  contract  employees,  and 
shall  receive  an  increment  to  the  legisla¬ 
tively  prescribed  salary  of  26  percent. 

With  the  addition  of  this  amendment, 
former  Sections  4  through  6  are  renum¬ 
bered  Sections  5  through  7,  respectively. 

A  further  amendment  is  made  to 
Order  No.  3009  in  Section  2,  Election  of 
Governor  and  Lieutenant  Governor  as 
follows:  Line  6  of  Section  2  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “shall,  commencing 
with  the  first  Tuesday  following  the  first 
Monday,  November  1977.” 

The  amended  section,  therefore  will 
read  as  follows: 

The  Governor  and  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  of  American  Samoa  shall,  commencing 
with  the  first  Tuesday  following  the  first 
Monday  of  November  1977,  be  popularly 
elected  and  serve  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  American  Samoa. 

Effective  date:  This  Order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  November  3,  1977.  Its  pro¬ 
visions  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
amended,  superseded,  or  revoked,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Prepared  for  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Dated:  November  3, 1977. 

Cecil  D.  Andrus, 
Secretary. 

jFR  Doc.77-32683  Piled  11-0-77:8:46  am] 

[  7020-02  ] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

I  Investigation  No.  337-TA-38] 

CERTAIN  FOOD  SLICERS 
Investigation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  complaint 
was  filed  with  the  United  States  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission  on  October 
6,  1977,  and  an  amendment  filed  October 
25,  1977,  under  section  337  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1337) , 
on  behalf  of  Prodyne  Enterprises,  Inc., 
Montclair,  California,  alleging  that  un¬ 
fair  methods  of  competition  and  unfair 


acts  exist  in  the  Importation  of  food 
sheers  into  the  United  States,  or  in 
their  sale,  by  reason  of  the  alleged  cover¬ 
age  of  such  articles  by  claim  6  of  the 
U.S.  Letters  Patent  3,766,817.  It  alleges 
that  the  effect  or  tendency  of  the  unfair 
methods  of  competition  and  imfair  acts 
is  to  destroy  or  substantially  injure  an 
industry,  efficiently  and  economically 
operated,  in  the  United  States.  Com¬ 
plainant  requests  a  permanent  exclusion 
from  entry  into  the  United  States  of  the 
imports  in  question. 

Having  considered  the  complaint,  as 
amended,  the  United  States  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  on  November 
4,  1977,  ORDERED— 

(1)  That,  pursuant  to  subsection  (b) 
of  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1337),  an  investi¬ 
gation  be  instituted  to  determine,  xmder 
subsection  (c),  whether,  on  the  basis  of 
the  allegations  set  forth  in  the  com¬ 
plaint,  as  amended,  there  is  a  violation  of 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  in  the 
imauthorized  importation  of  food  sheers 
or  the  base  member  thereof,  into  the 
United  States,  or  in  their  unauthorized 
sale,  by  reason  of  such  food  sheers 
allegedly  being  covered  by  claim  6  of 
U.S.  Letters  Patent  3,766,817,  the  effect 
or  tendency  of  which  is  to  destroy  or 
substantiahy  injure  an  industry,  effici¬ 
ently  and  economically  operated,  in  the 
United  States; 

(2)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted,  the  fohowing 
persons,  aUeged  to  be  involved  in  the 
unauthorized  importation  of  such  arti¬ 
cles  into  the  United  States,  or  in  their 
sale,  are  hereby  named  as  respondents 
upon  which  the  complaint,  as  amended, 
and  this  notice  are  to  be  served: 

Foreign  Manufacturer  and  Exporter 

Scan  Look,  Pral  Free  Trade  Zone,  Pral, 

Penang,  Malaysia. 

Importers 

Federated  Department  Stores,  Inc.,  220  W.  7tb 

Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  44736. 

Carson  Plrle  Scott,  One  South  State  Street, 

Chicago,  Ill.  60603. 

(3)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted.  Judge  Myron  R. 
Renick,  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  ap¬ 
pointed  as  Presiding  Officer;  and 

(4)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted,  Donald  R. 
Dinan,  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  named 
as  Commission  investigative  attorney. 

Responses  must  be  submitted  by  the 
named  repondents  in  accordance  with 
section  210.21  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  as  amended 
(41  FR  17710,  April  27,  1976),  Pursuant 
to  sections  210.16(d)  and  210.21(a)  of  the 
Rules,  such  responses  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  if  received  not  later 
than  20  days  after  the  date  of  service  of 
the  complaint,  as  amended.  Extensions 
of  time  for  submitting  a  response  will  not 
be  granted  unless  good  and  sufficient 
cause  thereof  is  shown. 


Failure  of  a  respondent  to  file  a  timely 
response  to  each  allegation  in  the  com¬ 
plaint,  as  amended,  and  in  this  notice 
may  be  deemed  to  constitute  a  waiver  of 
the  right  to  appear  and  contest  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  complaint,  as  amended, 
and  of  this  notice,  and  will  authorize 
the  presiding  officer  and  the  Commission, 
without  further  notice  to  the  respondent, 
to  find  the  facts  to  be  as  alleged  in  the 
complaint,  as  amended,  and  this  notice 
and  to  enter  both  a  recommended  deter¬ 
mination  and  a  final  determination,  re¬ 
spectively,  containing  such  findings. 

The  complaint,  as  amended,  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission, 
701  E  Street  NW.,  Washington  D.C. 
20436,  and  in  the  New  York  office  of  the 
Commission,  6  World  Trade  Center. 

Issued:  November  7,  1977. 

By  Order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-32663  Filed  11-9-77; 8: 45  am] 

[  7020-02  ] 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-361 

CERTAIN  PLASTIC  FASTENER 
ASSEMBLIES 

Date  of  Resumption  of  Investigation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
on  November  4,  1977,  affirmed  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer’s  recommendation  of  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1977,  and  ordered  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  of  Commission  in¬ 
vestigation  No.  337-TA-36  of  Certain 
Plastic  Fastener  Assemblies  effective 
January  2,  1978. 

Notice  of  institution  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  August  11,  1977  (42  FR  40786), 
and  notice  of  suspension  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  was  pubUshed  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  October  18,  1977  (42  FR  55654). 

Issued:  November  7,  1977. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-32664  Filed  ll-9-77;8:46  am] 

£4410-01  ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
COLLABORATIVE  RESEARCH  INC. 

Manufacture  of  Controlled  Substances; 

Registration 

By  Notice  dated  August  16,  1977  and 
corrected  Notice  dated  September  29, 
1977,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  August  23,  1977  and  October  4, 
1977;  (42  FR  42392  and  54026),  Collabo¬ 
rative  Research,  Inc.,  1365  Main  Street, 
Waltham,  Massachusetts  02154,  made 
application  to  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  be  registered  as  a  bulk 
manufacturer  of  lysergic  acid  diethyl- 
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amide,  a  basic  class  of  contrcdied  sub¬ 
stance  listed  in  schedule  L 

No  comments  or  objections  having 
been  received,  and  piirsuant  to  Section 
303  of  the  Comprehensive  Eirug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  and 
21  CFR  1301.54ie),  the  Administrator 
hereby  orders  that  the  applicatiim  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  above  firm  for  registration 
as  a  bulk  manufacturer  of  lysergic  acid 
diethylamide  is  granted. 

Dated;  October  31,  1977. 

Peter  B.  Bemsinger, 

Administrator,  . 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.77-32588  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 4410-01  ] 

CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES  IN 
SCHEDULES  I  AND  II 
Final  1977  Revised  Aggregate  Production 
Quota  Thebaine  for  Conversion 

Section  306  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of 
1970  (21  U.S.C.  826)  requires  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  to  establish  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quotas  for  all  cmitrolled  sub¬ 
stances  in  schedules  I  and  n  each  year. 
This  responsibility  has  been  delegate  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration  pursuant  to  §  0.100 
of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations. 

On  September  29,  1977,  a  notice  of 
the  proposed  revised  agg^regate  produc¬ 
tion  quota  for  1977  for  Thebaine  For 
Conversion  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (42  FR  51672).  All  interested 
parties  were  invited  to  comment  on  or 
object  to  the  proposed  aggregate  produc¬ 
tion  quota  on  or  before  October  26,  1977. 
No  comments  or  objections  were  received. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  section  306 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  826) ,  and  delegated  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  by  §  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  hereby  orders  that  the  re¬ 
vised  aggregate  production  quota  for  the 
controlled  substance  listed  below,  ex¬ 
pressed  in  grams  of  anhydrous  base,  be 
established  as  follows; 

Issued  1977 

Basic  class: 

Thebaine  for  conversion _  1,168,000 

This  order  is  effective  November  10, 
1977. 

Dated;  November  3,  1977. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Alministration. 

(FR  Doc.77-32589  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 
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[ 4410-01 ] 

FHER  CORP.  LTD.  ET  AL. 

Manufacture  of  Controlled  Substances; 

Registration 

By  Notice  dated  September  8.  1977. 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  S^tember  15,  1977  (42  FR  46422- 
46423),  the  following  manufacturers 
made  application  to  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration  to  be  registered  as 
bulk  manufacturers  of  the  basic  class 
of  controlled  substances  listed  below: 

Fher  Corp.  Ltd.,  CJarretera  132,  KM 
25.3,  P.O.  Box  4108,  Ponce,  Puerto  Rico 
00731  (August  9,  1977) ; 


Drug:  Schedule 

Phenmetrazine  _  II 


Endo  Laboratories,  Inc.,  1000  Stewart 
Avenue,  Gte.rden  Cffty,  New  York  11530 
(July  25,  1977) : 


Drug:  Schedule 

Hydrocodone  _  IT 

Oxycodone  _  II 

Oxymorphone  _  II 


Pharmaceuticals  Division,  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation,  556  Morris  Avoiue,  Summit, 
New  Jersey  07901  (July  29,  1977): 


Drug:  Schedule 

Methylphenidate  _  TI 


No  comments  or  objections  liaving 
been  received,  and  pursuant  to  Section 
303  of  the  Cimiprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  and 
21  CFR  Section  1301.54(e) ,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  hereby  orders  that  the  triplication 
submitted  by  each  of  the  above  firms  for 
registration  as  bulk  manufacturers  of 
the  basic  class  of  controlled  substances 
listed  therein  are  granted. 

Dated;  (^tober  31,  1977. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.77-32587  Plied  11-9-77:8:45  am| 


[7510-01  ] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  77-72] 

JAPAN  ENGINEERING  DEVELOPMENT  CO. 

Intent  To  Grant  Foreign  Exclusive  Patent 
License 

In  accordance  with  the  NASA  Foreign 
Licensing  Regulations,  14  CFR  1245.405 
(e) ,  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  announces  its  intention 
to  grant  to  the  Japan  Engineering  Dlvi- 
velopment  Co.,  Tokyo,  Japian,  an  ex¬ 
clusive  patent  license  in  Japan  for  the 
four  NASA-ow'ned  inventions  covered  by 
the  Japanese  Counterparts  of:  (1)  UB. 
Application  Serial  No,  744,573  for 
“Method  and  Apparatus  for  Condition¬ 


ing  of  Nickel-Cadmium  Batteries,”  filed 
by  NASA  on  November  24.  1976;  <2)  UB. 
Application  Serial  No.  753,964  for  “In- 
tumescent-Ablator  Coatings,”  filed  by 
NASA  on  December  23,  1976;  (3)  U.8. 
Application  Serial  No.  753,977  for  “Il¬ 
lumination  (Control  Apparatus  for  Com¬ 
pensating  Solar  Light,”  filed  by  NASA 
on  December  23.  1976;  and  (4)  UB.  Ap¬ 
plication  Serial  No.  776,146  for  “Formu¬ 
lated  Plastic  Separators  for  Soluble 
Electrode  CJells,”  filed  by  NASA  on 
March  10,  1977.  Copies  of  the  above 
U.S.  Patent  Applications  can  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service,  Springfield,  Va.  22161, 
at  a  cost  of  $3.75  a  copy.  Interested 
parties  should  submit  written  inquiries 
or  comments  within  60  days  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  General  Counsel  for  Patent  Mat¬ 
ters,  Code  GP,  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20546. 

Dated;  Novembers,  1977. 

S.  Neil  Hosenball, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.77-32411  Filed  11-9-77; 8; 45  am] 

[  7590-01  ] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

1  Docket  Nos.  50-325  and  50-324] 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  issu¬ 
ance  of  amendments  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  Nos.  Ett*R-71  and  DPR-62 
issued  to  Carolina  Power  and  Light  Cmn- 
pany  for  the  operation  of  the  Brunswick 
Steam  Electric  Plant,  Unit  Nos.  1  and 
2.  located  in  Brunswick  County,  North 
(Carolina.  The  amendments  would  mod¬ 
ify  or  delete  from  the  operating  licenses 
the  requirement  originally  imposed  by 
the  Commission  to  install  cooling  towers. 
A  similar  requirement  was  subsequently 
imposed  by  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency. 

Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-71  arid 
DPR-62  require  the  installation  of  cool¬ 
ing  towers  at  the  Brunswick  Station  by 
virtue  of  incorporation  of  a  “Stipulation 
by  Applicant,  Intervenor  and  AEC  Regu¬ 
latory  Staff”  dated  July  8,  1974.  The 
May  1,  1978  date  for  installation  of  cool¬ 
ing  towers  spepified  in  the  Stipulation 
was  extended  until  January  1,  1979,  by 
amendment.  May  18,  1976. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  issued  a  NPDES  Permit  for  the 
Brunswick  Station  December  31,  1974, 
also  requiring  installation  of  cooling 
towers  by  May  1,  1978.  Carolina  Power 
and  Light  Company  (CP&L)  requested 
an  adjudicatory  hearing  seeking  review 
of  portions  of  the  NPDES  permit  includ¬ 
ing  the  cooling  tower  requirement.  A 
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hearing  was  held  but  a  decision  has  not 
yet  been  Issued.  In  the  interim,  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  cooling  towers  was  suspended 
by  CP&L  based  on  the  stay,  pursuant  to 
EPA  regulations,  of  the  Installation  date 
in  the  NPDES  permit  and  the  extension, 
by  the  Commission,  granted  in  May, 
1976. 

CP&L,  by  application  for  amendment 
dated  March  4,  1977,  has  requested  that 
Operating  License  DPR-71  and  DPR-62 
be  revised  to  eliminate  the  requirem^t 
to  construct  cooling  towers.  CP&L  urges 
that  this  action  is  necessary  in  order  to 
eliminate  conflicts  between  the  NRC  op¬ 
erating  licenses  and  the  Brunswick 
NPDES  permit  and  to  comply  with  Sec¬ 
tion  511(c)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  Act,  as  amended  (33 
U.S.C.  §  1251  et  seq.) .  CP&L  proposes  the 
following  condition  in  lieu  of  the  present 
requirement  for  cooling  tower  installa¬ 
tion: 

This  license  is  subject  to  subsequent 
determination  by  the  Commission  that 
the  benefits  of  the  plant  outweigh  its 
total  costs,  including  costs  associated 
with  long-term  operation  of  the  once- 
through  cooling  system,  in  the  event  any 
NPDES  permit  Issued  following  a  flnal 
decision  in  pending  adjudicatory  pro¬ 
ceedings  before  the  EPA  authorizes  once- 
through  cooling  for  a  period  in  excess 
of  three  years  from  date  of  Issuance  of 
the  permit. 

Other  alternatives  (in  addition  to  the 
one  proposed  by  CP&L)  consistent  with 
the  objective  of  reconciling  the  operat¬ 
ing  licenses  with  the  NPDES  permit  may 
be  considered.  An  example  would  be  re¬ 
tention  of  the  cooling  tower  installation 
requirement  in  the  operating  license  but 
with  an  extension  of  the  January  1, 1979, 
installation  date  sufficient  to  allow  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  EPA  process  plus  a  period 
to  allow  for  construction.  Other  alter¬ 
natives  will  be  evaluated  as  appropriate. 

Prior  to  Issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act)  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  December  12,  1977,  the  licensee 
may  flle  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any 
person  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  flle  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  p^ition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  amendment  to  the  subject 
facility  operating  license.  Petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  be  flled  imder 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Section  2.714  of  10  CPR 
Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  regffiations. 
A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
set  forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner 
in  the  proceeding,  how  that  interest  may 
be  affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  With 
respect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  flled  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Feoehal 
Register  notice  and  Section  2.714,  and 
must  be  flled  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
(Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Att^tion:  Docketing  and  Service  Sec¬ 


tion,  by  the  above  date.  A  copy  of  the 
petition  and/or  request  for  a  hearing 
should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.  20555.  and  to 
G.  F.  Trowbridge,  Eisqulre,  %aw,  Pitt¬ 
man,  Potts  and  Trowbridge,  1800  M 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036  and 
Richard  E.  Jones,  Esquire,  Carolina 
Power  and  Light  Company,  336  Fayette- 
vlUe  Street,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
28401,  attorneys  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  Identifles  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
Intervention  is  desired  and  specifles 
with  particularity  the  facts  on  which  the 
petitioner  relies  as  to  both  his  Interest 
and  his  contentions  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  Intervention  is  re¬ 
quested.  Petitions  stating  contentions  re¬ 
lating  only  to  matters  outside  the  Comis¬ 
sion’s  jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atmnlc  Safety  and  li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  Intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he  may 
present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  March  4, 1977.  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Ins^tion  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  and  at 
the  Southport-Brunswlck  County  Li¬ 
brary,  109  W.  Moore  Street,  Southport, 
North  Carolina  28461.  The  license 
amendment  and  the  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Appraisal,  when  issued,  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  above  locations  and  a  copy 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  3rd 
day  of  November  1977, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Albert  Schwencer, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

IFR  Doc.77-32696  Piled  ll-9-77;8;45  am] 


[  7590-01  ] 

[Docket  No.  60-358] 

CINCINNATI  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO.,  ET  AL. 
(WM.  H.  ZIMMER  NUCLEAR  STATION) 

Notice  of  Reconstitution  of  Board 
Dr.  John  R.  Lyman  was  a  member  of 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
for  the  above  proceeding.  Because  of  ill¬ 


ness,  Dr.  Lyman  is  unable  to  continue 
his  service  on  this  Board. 

Accordingly,  Dr.  Frank  F.  B[ooper, 
whose  address  is  School  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  University  of  Michigan,  Ann 
Arbor,  Mich.  48109,  is  appointed  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  Board.  Reconstitution  of  the 
Board  in  this  manner  is  in  accordance 
with  section  2.721  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice,  as  amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  2d  day  of 
November  1977. 

James  R.  Yore, 
Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 

Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[PR  Doc.77-32639  Piled  ll-9-77;8:46  am] 
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[ 7590-01 ] 

(Docket  No.  50-368] 

CINCINNATI  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Convening  Prehearing  Conference 

In  the  matter  of  Cincinnati  Gas  and 
Electric  Co.,  et  al.  (William  H.  Zimmer 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  No.  1). 

The  parties  to  this  proceeding  have 
conferred  on  a  convenient  date  and  have 
suggested  the  advisability  of  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  on  November  17,  1977. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  flnds  that  upon  the  basis  of  the 
progress  in  this  proceeding  and  the 
necessity  of  expeditious  disposition  of  the 
pending  application  for  an  operating  li¬ 
cense  that  a  prehearing  conference 
should  be  convened. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
that  a  prehearing  conference  shall  con¬ 
vene  at  9  a.m.  on  Thursday,  November  17, 
1977,  in  the  City  Council  Chambers  of 
City  Hall,  Ninth  and  Plum  Streets,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

Issued  November  4,  1977,  Bethesda, 
Md. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

[PR  Doc.77-32538  PUed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[ 7590-01 ] 

[Docket  No.  60-247] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF  NEW 
YORK,  INC. 

Granting  of  Relief  From  ASME  Section  Xi 
Inservice  Inspection  (Testing)  Require¬ 
ments 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatoi'y  Comml.s- 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  granted  re¬ 
lief  from  certain  requirements  of  the 
ASME  Code,  section  XI,  “Rules  for  In- 
service  Inspection  of  Nuclear  Power 
Plant  Components’’  to  Consolidated 
Edison  Co.  of  New  York,  Inc.  The  re¬ 
lief  relates  to  the  inservice  inspection 
(testing)  program  for  Indian  Point 
Nuclear  Generating  Unit  No.  2  (the 
facility)  located  in  Westchester  County, 
N.Y.  The  ASME  Code  requirements  are 
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incorporated  by  reference  into  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  reflations  in  10 
CFR  Part  50.  The  relief  is  effective  as 
of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  relief  consists  oi  deleting  cer¬ 
tain  ASME  Code  Section  XI  Inservice 
requirements  determined  to  be  imprac¬ 
tical  for  the  facility. 

The  request  for  relief  complies  with 
the  standards  and  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  Commission  has 
made  appropriate  findings  as  required  by 
the  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which 
are  set  forth  in  the  letter  grantir^  relief. 
Prior  public  notice  of  this  action  was 
not  required  since  the  granting  of  this 
relief  from  ASME  Code  requirements 
does  not  involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

'The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  granting  of  this  relief  will  not  result 
in  any  significant  environmental  impact 
and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  51.5 
(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  or  negative  declaration  and  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  this 
action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  request  for  relief 
dated  August  3,  1977,  as  supplemented 
September  22, 1977,  (2)  the  Commission’s 
letter  to  the  licensee  dated  October  28, 
1977. 

These  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room.  1717  H  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  White 
action,  see  (1)  the  request  for  relief 
Plains,  Public  Library,  100  Martine 
Avenue,  White  Plains,  N.Y.  A  copy  of 
item  (2)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  28th  day 
of  October  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulators.’  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division-  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


fFR  Doc.77-32540  Filed  11-9-77,8:45  am] 


[ 7590-01  ] 

[Docket  No.  50-263] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Provisional  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  proposed  amendment  to  Pro¬ 
visional  Operating  License  No.  DPR-22, 
issued  to  the  Northern  States  Power  Co. 
(the  licensee),  for  the  Monticello  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Plant  (the  facility). 
The  facility  is  a  boiling  water  reactor 
ISttKted  In  Wright  County,  Minn.,  and 


currently  authorized  for  operation  at 
power  levels  up  to  1670  MWt. 

In  accordance  with  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  dated  September  30,  1977,  the 
amendment  would  result  from  a  reeval¬ 
uation  of  Emergency  Core  Cooling  Sys¬ 
tem  (ECCS)  cooling  performance  sub¬ 
mitted  on  September  15,  1977,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Order  for 
Modification  of  License  dated  March  11, 
1977.  ’This  reevaluation  not  only  cor¬ 
rected  the  errors  noted  in  the  March  11, 
1977,  Order  but  also  included  the  effect  of 
certain  other  recently  approved  model 
changes  in  the  ECCS  evaluation  models. 
If  and  when  authorized,  the  amendment 
would  permit  a  change,  generally  an  in¬ 
crease,  in  authorized  Maximum  Average 
Planar  Linear  Heat  Generation  Rates 
for  future  operation  and  Is  the  aspect  of 
the  amendment  covered  by  this  notice. 

The  Commission  will  act  upon  the 
amendment  upon:  (1)  The  completion 
of  a  Safety  Evaluation  by  the  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation;  and  (2) 
completion  of  the  findings  required  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations. 

By  December  12, 1977,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any 
person  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  w’ith  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2 
of  the  Cranmission’s  regulations.  A  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set 
forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the 
proceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  writh 
respect  to  the  proposed  action.  Such  peti¬ 
tions  must  be  filed  in  accordance  writh 
the  provisions  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice  and  section  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or 
request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent  to 
the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  and  to  Gerald 
Chamoff,  Esquire  of  Shaw,  Pittman. 
Potts,  and  ’Trowbridge,  1800  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  the  at¬ 
torney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
intervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  Uie  Commis¬ 
sion’s  jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 


nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel.  ’Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
apprcH^riate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  the  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  wdth  respect  to  tliis 
action,  see  the  licensee’s  letter  dated 
September  15,  1977,  and  related  license 
amendment  request  dated  September  30, 
1977,  which  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Conservation  Library,  Minneapo¬ 
lis  Public  Library,  300  Nicollet  Mall,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  1st  day 
of  November,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Don  K.  Davis, 

Acting  Chief.  Operating  Re¬ 
actors  Branch  No.  2,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-32541  Piled  ll-9-77;8;45  am] 


[  759<M)1  3 

[Docket  No.  50-^7] 

NUCLEAR  SERVICE  AND  TECHNOLOGY 
FACILITY 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 
si(Ki  (the  Commission)  is  considering 
issuance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility 
Op>erating  License  No.  R-77,  issued  to 
State  University  of  New  York  at  Buffalo 
(the  licensee),  which  will  revise  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Nuclear  Science  and  Technology  Facility, 
located  in  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

TTie  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
to  permit  temr>orary  additional  fuel  stor¬ 
age  capacity,  in  accordance  with  the  li¬ 
censee’s  application  for  amendment 
dated  October  13,  1977,  and  supplement 
dated  October  26, 1977. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act)  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  December  12,  1977  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  w’ith  'respect  to  the 
issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  facility  operating  license.  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  2.714  of  10  CFR 
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Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must  set 
forth  the  Interest  of  the  petitioner  in 
the  proceeding,  how  that  interest  may 
be  affected  by  the  results  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings.  and  the  petitioner’s  conten¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed  li¬ 
censing  action.  Such  petitions  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Fedeiul  Rkgistes  notice  and  sec¬ 
tion  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  n.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing 
and  Service  Section,  by  the  above  date. 
A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or  request  for 
a  hearing  should  be  sent  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Legal  Director,  UJS.  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accmnpanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
Intervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  Interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  intervention  is  re¬ 
quested.  Petitions  stating  contentions 
relating  only  to  matters  outside  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  su;ted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
dispositicm  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene, 
he  becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  October  13,  1977, 
which  is  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Public  Health  Library, 
Mr.  August  La  Rocco,  New  York  City 
Department  of  Health,  125  Worth  Street, 
New  York.  N.Y.  10013. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  3d  day 
of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

George  Lear, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors  Branch 
No.  3,  Division  of  Operating 
Reactors. 

(PR  Doc .77-32542  Filed  11-9 -77; 8: 45  am] 


[ 7590-01 ] 

REGULATORY  GUIDES 
Expiration  of  Initial  Public  Comment  Period 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
staff  has,  after  consideration  of  public 
cmnments  received,  determined  that 
there  is  no  need  for  a  revision  at  this 


time  to  Regulatory  Guide  2.5,  “Quality 
Assurance  Program  Requirements  for 
Research  Reactors.”  Most  regulatory 
guides  are  revised  to  reflect  additional 
staff  review  and  public  comments  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  initial  (JO-day  comment 
period  following  a  guide’s  first  issuance. 
However,  in  a  few  cases,  a  guide  may  deal 
with  a  non-controversial  subject  or  may 
be  a  simple  codification  of  existing  prac¬ 
tice,  and  therefore  there  may  be  no  need 
for  a  revision.  ’The  guide  noticed  here  is 
in  this  latter  category,  and  for  this  rea¬ 
son  the  staff  has  ccmcluded  that  no 
changes  are  needed  at  this  time.  The 
staff  is  therefore  now  using  the  guide  in 
evaluating  iq>plicant  and  licmsee  sub¬ 
mittals  and  pe^ormance,  as  noted  in  the 
guide’s  implementation  section. 

The  guide  with  the  words  "For  Com¬ 
ment”  deleted  is  being  reissued  to  the 
distribution  list  for  Division  2,  "Research 
and  Test  Reactors.”  “R”  added  to  the  re¬ 
vision  number  is  to  indicate  that  the  page 
(or  guide)  has  been  reissued  with  no 
changes  in  the  text. 

Requests  for  single  copies  of  the  re¬ 
issued  guide  should  be  made  in  writing 
to  the  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Ctommls- 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Document  Control. 

Comments  and  suggestions  for  im¬ 
provements  in  regulatory  guides  are  en¬ 
couraged  at  all  times,  and  guides  are 
revised,  as  appropriate,  to  accommodate 
comments  and  reflect  new  information  or 
experience.  However,  newly  issued  guides 
have  an  initial  comment  period  of  about 
two  months  after  Issuance.  Following  the 
expiration  of  this  period,  the  staff  re¬ 
views  the  ccHnments  ai^  revises  the 
guides,  as  appropriate,  to  reflect  such 
suggestions  as  alternative  ways  of  achiev¬ 
ing  acceptable  levels  of  safety  and  safe¬ 
guards. 

(5  U.S.C.  562(a).) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  31st  day 
of  October  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ray  O.  Smith, 

Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

|FR  Doc.77-32544  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  am) 

[  7590-01  ] 

TOnCAL  REPORT 
Notice  of  Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  Issued  a  topical  report,  NUREG- 
0318,  “Desirability  and  Feasibility  of 
Vault  Automation  in  Special  Nuclear 
Material  Storage.” 

’This  report  is  the  result  of  a  study 
initiated  in  1976  to  examine  the  feasibil¬ 
ity  and  desirability  of  improving  safe¬ 
guards  functions  by  increasing  the  de¬ 
gree  of  automation  of  SNM-storage-vault 
operations.  ’The  report  quantifies,  in  a 
relative  sense,  the  improvement  that 
may  come  with  increasing  automation. 
’The  technology  of  automation  of  vaults 
described  may  assist  licensees  in  meeting 
certain  requirements  with  regard  to  SNM 
storage.  The  report  was  prepared  for  the 


NRC  by  Oak  Ridge  National  Laboratory. 

NUREG-0318  is  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Romn  at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Copies  may  be  pmrhased  at 
current  rates  from  the  National  Techni¬ 
cal  Information  Service,  Springfield,  Va. 
22161.  (Paper  copy:  $6;  Microfiche:  $3.) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  1st  day 
of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ray  G.  Smith. 

Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

[FR  Doc.  77-32545  Piled  11-9-77; 8:45  am] 


[ 7590-01  ] 

[Dockets  Nos.  50-266  and  50-301] 

WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO.; 

WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendments  Nos.  28  and  32  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-24  and 
DPR-27  issued  to  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Co.  and  Wisconsin  Michi¬ 
gan  Power  Co.,  which  revised  Technical 
^)ecificati<His  for  operation  of  the  Point 
Beach  Nuclear  Plant  Units  Nos.  1  and 
2,  located  in  the  town  of  Two  Creeks, 
Manitowoc  County,  Wis.  ’The  amend¬ 
ments  are  effective  as  of  the  date  of  issu¬ 
ance. 

’These  amendments:  (1)  modify  the 
coefficients  of  the  overpower  and  over¬ 
temperature  AT  setpoint  equations,  (2) 
permit  limited  removal  of  individual  fuel 
rods  suspected  of  leaking,  and  (3)  delete 
the  description  of  Part  Length  Rod  Con¬ 
trol  Cluster  assemblies  from  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  of  Point  Beach  Nuclear 
Plant  Units  Nos.  1  and  2. 

’The  applications  for  the  amendments 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  'The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CPR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

’The  Ctommission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CPR  §  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal 
need  not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  July  8,  1977  (as  sup¬ 
plemented  by  letted  dated  September  20, 
1977)  and  July  8.  1977,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  28  to  License  No.  DPR-24,  (3) 
Amendment  No.  32  to  License  No.  DPR- 
27,  and  (4)  the  Commission’s  related 
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Safety  Evaluation.  AH  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Rocmi, 
1717  H  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C., 
and  at  the  University  of  Wisconsin, 
Stevens  Point  Library,  Attn :  Mr.  Arthur 
M.  Pish,  Stevens  Point,  Wis.  54481.  A 
copy  of  items  (2),  (3).  and  (4)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  this  2d  day  of 
November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.77-32643  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[  4910-58  ] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

IN-AR  77-46) 

ACCIDENT  REPORTS;  SAFETY 

RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSE 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Pipeline  Accident  Report  No.  NTSB- 
PAR-77-3. — National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  investigation  of  the  acci¬ 
dent  which  triggered  a  $5 -million  nat¬ 
ural  gas  compressor  station  fire  near 
Robstown,  Texas,  last  December  7  has 
been  completed.  The  investigation  re¬ 
port  was  officially  approved  by  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Safety  Board  on  October  13 
and  copies  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public  in  the  near  future. 

Investigation  revealed  that  at  11  a.m. 
a  natural  gas  compressor  operating  at 
1,000  psig  pressure  failed  and  then  ex¬ 
ploded  and  burned  at  an  Exxon  Gas  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc.,  station  near  Robstown.  The 
station  and  its  two  transmission  lines 
linked  Houston  with  Exxon’s  King  Ranch 
gas  processing  plant,  the  world’s  largest. 

An  emergency  shutdown  system  was 
activated  by  a  worker  at  the  station,  but 
the  four  automated  fire  gate  valves  on 
the  two  pip>elines  that  supplied  the  sta¬ 
tion  did  not  close.  Another  emergency 
control  system  also  failed  to  automati¬ 
cally  close  the  shutoff  valves  leading  to 
two  of  the  five  compressors  in  the  station. 

One-half  hom  later,  a  second  explo¬ 
sion  occurred  within  the  burning  biiild- 
ing  in  one  of  the  compressors  that  had 
not  shut  down  automatically.  Pipeline 
valves  upstream  and  downstream  of  the 
station  had  to  be  closed  manually.  Gas 
burned  for  3  hours  until  the  pipeline 
pressure  decreased  to  250  psig  and  the 
fire  gate  valves  could  be  approached  and 
closed  manually.  The  fire  killed  one  per¬ 
son,  injured  two  persons,  and  destroyed 
three  engine-driven  CMnpressors  and  the 
compressor  building. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  the  accident  was  the 
failure  of  the  studs  securing  the  10-inch 
valve  cover;  the  studs  failed  from  stress 


fatigue  and  tension  because  they  were 
overtightened.  The  natural  gas  that  was 
released  Ignited,  possibly  by  an  elec¬ 
trical  spark  from  a  compressor  engine. 
Contributing  to  the  large  losses  was 
the  failure  of  a  cast-iron  compressor 
cylinder  due  to  overheating  and  a  high 
internal  gas  pressure,  and  the  failure  of 
several  automatic  emergency  shutdown 
valves  to  elose. 

As  a  result  of  the  investigation,  the 
Safety  Board  on  October  31  Issued  the 
following  recommendations: 

To  The  Exxon  Company,  U.S.A. 

Take  necessary  steps  to  Insure  that  studs 
on  compressors  and  engine  components  are 
tightened  to  the  number  of  foot-pounds  of 
torque  recommended  by  the  equipment 
manufactiirer.  P-77-27) 

Inspect  emergency  shutdown  valves  and 
their  components  at  compressor  stations  at 
more  frequent  Intervals  than  1  year 
(monthly  quarterly)  until  equipment  of 
proven  reliability  has  been  Installed,  tested, 
and  shown  to  be  responsive  for  longer  pe¬ 
riods  of  Inactivity.  (P-77-38) 

Make  a  total  systems  review  of  electric, 
air,  and  gas-operated  emergency  equipment, 
with  particular  emphasis  on  interconnected 
air  systems  and  backup  or  dual-feed  air 
systems  In  compressor  stations.  (P-77-29) 
Include,  In  emergency  shutdown  systems, 
a  separate  control  to  remotely  operate  valves 
that  can  Independently  blow  down  the  sta¬ 
tion  piping.  (P-77-30) 

Investigate  more  dependable  Items  of  con¬ 
trol  equipment  and  replace  existing  solenoid 
and  4-way  valves  at  fire  gate  valves  with  this 
equipment.  (P-77-31) 

Designate  critical  valves  on  control  lines 
(gas,  air,  and  hydraulic)  as  to  whether 
they  sl^ould  be  normally  open  or  closed,  and 
place  signs  on  these  valves  whenever  the  lines 
are  shut  down  for  maintenance  or  when  the 
valves  are  not  In  their  normal  positions. 
Such  changes  should  be  authorized,  logged, 
and  reported  to  all  personnel  responsible  for 
■  the  operation  of  the  system.  (P-77-32) 
Train  operating  personnel  from  other  sta¬ 
tions  and  other  nearby  operating  divisions 
of  the  company  on  the  operation  of  emer¬ 
gency  transmission  line  valves  and  emer¬ 
gency  station  fire  control  valves.  Furnish 
each  company  office  that  could  be  expected 
to  help  In  an  emergency  with  a  contingency 
plan  book  and  drawings  of  all  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  they  might  be  expected  to  operate.  (P- 
77-33) 

Each  of  recommendations  P-77-27 
through  33  is  designated  “Class  II,  Pri¬ 
ority  FlSllowup.’’ 

To  THE  Materials  Transportation  Bureau, 
U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 

Review  compressor  station  accidents  to 
determine  If  there  have  been  simUar  prob¬ 
lems  with  remote -control  shutdown  de¬ 
vices.  If  there  have  been  reliability  problems, 
make  a  survey  to  determine  the  optimum 
time  between  inspections  and  amend  49  <3FR 
192.731(c)  by  decreasing  the  time  Interval 
between  Inspection  and  testing  from  the 
current  minimum  of  1  year  to  reflect  these 
flndlngs.  (P-77-34) 

Add  to  49  CFR  Part  192  a  requirement 
for  pneumatic-operated  compressor  station 
equipment,  similar  to  the  requirement  In 
49  CFR  192.167(3)  for  electric -operated 
equipment,  to  Isolate  Instrument  air  supply 
to  automatic  facilities,  and  to  provide  back¬ 
up  or  separate  emergency  pneumatic  facili¬ 
ties.  (P-77-36) 

Add  to  49  <3PR  192.729  a  section  to  re¬ 
quire  the  proper  torqulng  procedures  for 


studs,  as  specified  by  the  compressor  manu¬ 
facturer,  when  reassembling  compressors 
after  maintenance  work.  Include  periodic 
testing  of  these  studs,  by  ultrasonic  or  other 
means,  to  Insure  their  Integrity  during  opera¬ 
tion.  (P-77-36) 

Recommendations  P-77-34  through  36 
are  each  designated  “Class  m.  Longer 
Term  Followup.” 

Aviation  Accident  Report  No.  NTSB- 
AAR-77-5. — The  Safety  Board  last  week 
released  its  investigation  report  on  the 
September  13,  1976,  midair  collision 
near  Brighton,  Florida,  involving  a  Cess¬ 
na  414  and  a  United  States  Air  Force  F- 
4E  Phantom  n  fighter.  The  P-4E  was 
the  No.  3  aircraft  in  a  formation  of  three 
F-4E’s  (REED  11  flight)  which  was 
descending  to  enter  a  restricted  area  for 
low-level  gunnery  practice.  The  planes 
collided  at  12,500  feet  m.s.l.  outside  the 
boundaries  of  restricted  sdrspace.  The 
pilot  and  three  passengers  on  board  the 
Ruel  Insurance  Corporation  Cessna  and 
a  pilot  onboard  the  F-4E  were  killed.  The 
other  pilot  from  the  P-4E  ejected  suc¬ 
cessfully  and  escaped  injury.  Both  air¬ 
craft  were  destroyed  during  the  colli¬ 
sion  and  subsequent  ground  impact. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  this  accident  was  the 
failui'e  of  the  pilots  of  REED  11  flight 
to  maintain  adequate  vigilance  in  order 
to  see  and  avoid  the  light  aircraft.  Con¬ 
tributing  to  the  accident  was  the  in¬ 
consistency  between  Homestead  Air 
Force  Base  Supplement  1  to  Tactical  Air 
Command  Manual  55-4  which  allowed 
a  VFR  descent  into  the  Avon  Park  Gun¬ 
nery  Range  and  Air  Force  Regulation 
60-16  which  required  all  flights  to  be 
conducted  under  IFR  conditions  unless 
to  do  so  would  result  in  unacceptable 
mission  derogation. 

The  Board  continues  to  be  concerned  • 
with  the  limitations  of  the  see-and- 
avoid  concept  used  by  aircraft  operating 
under  visu^  flight  rules,  stating  that 
this  accident  again  illustrates  the  care 
that  must  be  taken  and  the  “outside 
cockpit”  vigilance  which  must  be  main¬ 
tained  by  all  pilots  operating  under  vis¬ 
ual  flight  rules,  or,  in  some  cases,  instru¬ 
ment  flight  rules.  The  Board  believes 
that  pilots  must  understand  that  when 
flying  in  visual  meteorological  condi¬ 
tions — whether  IFR  or  VFR — see-and- 
avoid  may  be  the  only  method  that  may 
avoid  a  collision  with  another  aircraft — 
if  air  traffic  control  has  not  advised  them 
of  any  conflicting  traffic. 

Further,  the  Board  has  consistently 
supported  the  installation  of  collision 
avoidance  systems  to  aid  pilots.  The  sub¬ 
ject  accident,  and  others,  shows  that  the 
see-and-avoid  concept  of  collision  avoid¬ 
ance  must  be  augmented  with  an  auto¬ 
mated  system  which  can  resolve  poten¬ 
tial  collision  conflicts. 

As  a  result  of  the  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  last  February 
16  recommended  that  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  (1)  establish  direct 
lines  of  communication  between  appro¬ 
priate  air  traffic  control  facilities  and 
military  tactical  operations  (A-77-9), 
and  (2)  assume  UHF  guard  transmitting 
and  receiving  capability  at  all  control 
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positions  where  air  traffic  control  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  to  military  tactical 
flights  (A-77-10).  (See  42  FR  10915, 
February  24,  1977.)  FAA’s  response  of 
April  26  indicated  that  acceptable  cor¬ 
rective  action  would  be  taken.  (See  42 
FR  24132,  May  12, 1977.) 

Aviation  Accident  Report  No.  NTSB- 
AAR-77-6. — Also  released  last  week  was 
the  Safety  Board’s  investigation  report 
on  an  Air  Manila  charter  flight  which  on 
June  4,  1976,  crashed  on  takeoff  from 
Guam,  Marianas  Islands. 

Investigation  indicated  that  when  the 
aircraft  lifted  off  the  10,015-foot  runway, 
the  No.  3  propeller  feathered.  The  air¬ 
craft  climbed  to  between  75  and  100  feet, 
flew  level  for  1,600  feet,  and  then  struck 
gradually  rising  terrain  in  a  tail-low 
attitude  4,300  feet  beyond  the  end  of  the 
nmway.  The  aircraft  dragged  along  the 
brow  of  the  hill,  dropped  off  a  13 -foot 
embankment,  crashed  through  a  chain 
link  perimeter  fence  of  Agana  Naval  Air 
Station,  slid  across  a  highway,  struck  a 
moving  automobile  and  biust  into 
flames.  The  aircraft  came  to  rest  in  a 
vacant  area  that  was  surroimded  by  six 
houses.  The  driver  of  the  automobile,  12 
crewmembers,  and  33  passengers  aboard 
the  aircraft  were  killed.  A  woman  and 
her  young  son,  who  were  standing  outside 
their  residence  just  south  of  the  impact 
site,  were  seriously  injured  by  the  in¬ 
tense  heat  and  flying  debris  when  the 
aircraft’s  fuel  exploded. 

The  Safety  Board  has  determined  that 
the  probable  cause  of  this  accident  was 
the  loss  of  climb  capability  after  the 
crew  retracted  the  flaps  at  too  low  an 
altitude  to  clear  the  rising  terrain.  The 
flaps  were  retracted  after  the  No.  3  pro¬ 
peller  feathered  as  the  aircraft  lifted  off 
the  runway.  Contributing  to  the  accident 
was  the  captain’s  decision  to  continue 
the  takeoff  after  an  engine  failed  before 
reaching  the  rotation  speed. 

Hie  Safety  Board  did  not  issue  any 
safety  recommendations  as  a  result  of 
this  accident. 

Railroad  Accident  Reports,  Brief  For- 
mat.  Issue  Number  2,  1976;  Report  No. 
NTSB-RAB-77-1.— The  Safety  Board 
last  week  made  available  its  second  com¬ 
pilation  of  brief  reports  on  U.S.  railroad 
accidents  which  occurred  last  year.  This 
volume  of  brief -format  findings  of  cause 
Incorporates  119  railroad  cases  which  in¬ 
volved  a  fatality,  substantial  property 
damage,  or  a  passenger  train  accident. 

The  accidents  reported  in  Issue  Num¬ 
ber  2  are  arranged  in  chronological  or¬ 
der.  Selected  accident  information  is 
tabulated,  including  (1)  types  of  acci¬ 
dents  broken  down  by  carriers,  (2) 
casualties  broken  down  by  types  of  acci¬ 
dents  and  classes  of  persons,  and  (3) 
causal  factors  arranged  categorically 
and  broken  down  by  types  of  accidents. 

Note. — The  brief  reports  of  accidents  In 
this  publication  contain  essential  Informa¬ 
tion;  more  detailed  data  may  be  obtained 
from  the  original  factual  reports  on  file  In 
the  Washington  Office  of  the  Safety  Board. 
Upon  request,  factual  reports  will  be  repro¬ 
duced  commercially  at  an  average  cost  of  26# 
per  page  for  printed  matter,  $1.60  per  page 
for  black-and-white  photographs,  and  $4.00 
per  page  for  color  photographs,  plus  postage. 


Minimum  reproduction  charge  is  $1.00;  an 
additional  $4.00  user-service  charge  will  be 
made  for  each  order.  Requests  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Public  Inquiries  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20594. 

Copies  of  Issue  Number  2  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Service.  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Highway  Safety  Recommendations 
Nos.  H-77-20  through  24. — At  4:45  a.m., 
on  October  16,  1976,  a  station  wagon 
traveling  west  on  Interstate  70  near 
Byers,  Colorado,  ran  off  the  left  side  of 
the  roadway,  at  an  angle  of  5  degrees, 
303  feet  east  of  a  bridge  structure  onto  a 
relatively  flat  median.  In  leaving  the 
roadway,  the  vehicle  missed  the  100-foot 
tangent  section  of  the  bridge  approach 
guardrail.  The  vehicle  traveled  310  feet 
in  back  of  the  guardrail  on  the  median 
to  the  top  of  a  sloped  embankment  wall 
between  twin  bridge  structures,  then 
vaulted  into  the  air  for  62  feet  before 
hitting  the  opposite  embankment.  After 
impact,  the  vehicle  moved  20  feet  up  the 
embankment  before  sliding  back  to  the 
toe  of  the  slope.  A  Are  ensued;  the  ve¬ 
hicle  was  completely  destroyed.  Nine  of 
the  10  occupants  were  killed  on  impact 
or  died  as  a  result  of  Injuries. 

The  Safety  Board  notes  that  during  the 
5-year  period  preceding  September  1, 
1976,  four  similar  accidents  occurred  at 
this  location,  resulting  in  three  deaths. 
Including  this  accident,  12  people  have 
died  in  less  than  5  years  as  a  result  of 
errant  vehicles  entering  the  median, 
driving  behind  the  guardrail,  and  plung¬ 
ing  over  the  embankment  between  these 
twin  bridges. 

Investigation  revealed  that  the  bridge 
approach  guardrail  was  extended  from 
25  feet  to  100  feet  by  State  maintenance 
forces  during  July  1975.  While  this  ex¬ 
tension  was  an  improvement  over  the 
25-foot  section,  it  did  not  conform  with 
the  State’s  1968  standard  M-606-AB  for 
guardrails  at  bridge  approaches.  This 
standard  calls  for  200  feet  of  guardrail 
of  which  50  feet  is  tangent,  75  feet  is 
flared,  and  75  feet  is  curved  to  an  an¬ 
chorage  beyond  the  centerline  of  the 
median. 

The  Board  acknowledges  that  updating 
standards,  disseminating  revised  stand¬ 
ards,  and  modifying  existing  barrier  sys¬ 
tems  Is  costly.  However,  the  cost  can  be 
justifled  by  the  elimination  of  deaths, 
personal  injury,  and  property  damage 
resulting  from  accidents.  Interstate  con¬ 
struction  funds  can  be  used  for  these 
types  of  safety  Improvements. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation,  and  to 
prevent  similar  accidents,  the  Safety 
Board  on  October  31  Issued  the  follow¬ 
ing  recommendations: 

To  THE  Federal  Highway  Administration 

Monitor  the  efforts  of  the  Colorado  State 
Department  of  Highways  to  eliminate  guard¬ 
rail  hazards  on  Its  Interstate  system  and  In¬ 
sure  that  necessary  corrective  action  Is  ac¬ 
complished  expeditiously.  (H-77-20) 

Insure  that  all  State  highway  departments 
are  using  current  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration  and  American  Association  of  State 
Highway  and  Transportation  Officials  guide¬ 
lines  for  barriers  installed  at  bridge  ap¬ 


proaches,  and  Insure  that  the  departments 
periodically  Inform  and  Instruct  their  main¬ 
tenance  forces  about  changes  to  these  guide¬ 
lines.  (H-77-21) 

Inform  the  States  of  the  Federal  aid 
programs  that  are  available  for  guardraU  Im¬ 
provements  and  urge  that  the  funds  from 
these  programs  be  used  to  correct  noncon¬ 
forming  Installations.  (H-77-22) 

To  THE  Colorado  State  Department  of  High¬ 
ways,  IN  Cooperation  with  the  Federal 

Highway  Administration 

Expedite  the  review  of  State  guardrail 
standards  and  the  Implementation  of  rec¬ 
ommended  changes.  (H-77-23) 

Make  the  necessary  commitment  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  State  funds  for  shielding  the  openings 
between  twin  bridge  structures  on  the  State’s 
Interstate  system.  (H-77-24)  . 

Each  of  the  above  five  safety  recom¬ 
mendations  is  designated  “Class  II,  Pri¬ 
ority  Followup.’’ 

Intermodal  Transportation  Safety 
Recommendations  Nos.  1-77-2  and  3. — 
To  reduce  the  risk  of  exposure  to  radio¬ 
active  materials  spills  in  transportation 
accidents,  the  Safety  Board  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1  recommended  that  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation,  with  the  assistance  of 
appropriate  Federal  and  State  agencies — 

Develop  and  disseminate  guidelines  for 
emergency  response  procedures  in  transpor¬ 
tation  accidents  Involving  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials  that  will  coordinate  onscene  leadership 
during  all  stages  of  the  emergency  and 
identify  the  responsibilities  of  the  respond¬ 
ing  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  in  re¬ 
ducing  Injury  and  damage  in  such  emer¬ 
gencies.  (1-77-2) 

Establish  procedures  to  minimize  the  time 
required  to  Identify  radiation  dangers  at  ac¬ 
cident  sites  when  radioactive  materials  are 
Involved.  (1-77-3) 

These  Class  n  recommendations  fol¬ 
lowed  investigation  of  the  derailment 
last  March  31  of  29  cars  of  a  Seaboard 
Coast  Line  train  in  a  rural  area  near 
Rockingham,  North  Carolina,  Two  de¬ 
railed  flatcars  were  each  carrying  two 
4,000-gallon  steel  cylinders  containing 
radioactive  uranium  hexafluoride.  All 
cylinders  broke  away  from  the  flatcars 
during  the  derailment  and  were  scat¬ 
tered  among  the  wreckage.  The  derail¬ 
ment  also  triggered  a  Are  involving  a  car¬ 
load  of  ammonium  nitrate.  One  person 
was  injured  as  a  result  of  the  accident, 
and  property  damage  was  estimated  to 
be  $750,000. 

The  Safety  Board’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  more  than  3  hours  elapsed 
before  the  radioactive  material  con¬ 
tainers  were  located  and  checked  for  con¬ 
tamination  of  the  area  where  police,  fire¬ 
men,  and  railroad  wrecking  crews  were 
working.  The  lack  of  a  quicker  response 
to  this  radioactive  accident  clearly  dem¬ 
onstrates  that  an  emergency  procedure 
to  alleviate  this  problem  is  needed;  none 
is  presently  available. 

Investigation  further  revealed  that  no 
single  authority  directed  or  coordinated 
the  handling  of  the  emergency,  that 
communications  among  the  personnel  at 
ttie  scene  were  ineffective,  and  that  there 
were  serious  delays  in  evaluating  the 
radiation  hazard.  At  least  17  Federal, 
State,  local,  and  private  agencies  re¬ 
sponded  to  the  emergency;  imtll  Army 
personnel  realized  the  possibility  of  radl- 
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atlon  danger,  each  agency  operated  rela¬ 
tively  independent  of  the  others.  In  their 
postaccident  reports,  both  Federal  and 
State  agencies  acknowledged  this  com¬ 
mand  and  coordination  problem.  They 
also  reported  that  communications  in 
and  out  of  the  accident  scene  were 
inadequate. 

Response  from  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  to  High- 
loay  Safety  Recommendations  H-72-51 
through  53,  H-75-8,  and  H-75-34. — Oc¬ 
tober  21  letter  reports  on  the  NTSB/ 
NHTSA  quarterly  meeting  held  August 
12,  1977.  Discussed  at  that  meeting  were 
Safety  Board  reports  Nos.  HSS-72-4 
(Sp>ecial  Study  on  Reduced-Visibility 
I  Fog]  Accidents  on  Limited-Access  High¬ 
ways),  HAR-75-2  (Highway  Accident 
Report  on  Series  of  Multivehicle  Col¬ 
lisions  and  Rres  Under  Limited  Visibility 
Conditions,  New  Jersey  Turnpike,  Gate 
15  and  U.S.  Route  46,  October  23  and  24, 
1973),  and  HAR-75-7  (Highway  Acci¬ 
dent  Report  on  Multiple-Vehicle  Col¬ 
lisions  in  Fog,  near  Corona,  California, 
February  28,  1975). 

Also  discussed  at  the  meeting  were 
some  of  the  resulting  NHTSA  activities 
addressing  certain  recommendations  is¬ 
sued  in  conjunction  with  the  above  re¬ 
ports.  These  recommendations  directed 
NHTSA  to  initiate  action  to  promote 
greater  safety  among  motorists  through 
driver  education  programs  and  police 
traffic  services  in  reduced  visibility  situa¬ 
tions.  The  correspondence  focuses  on 
NHTSA’s  overall  activities  which  relate 
to  the  reduced  visibility  problem. 

NHTSA  reports  that  it  has  distributed 
the  Board’s  Special  Study  to  every  State 
Driver  Education  supervisor,  together 
with  a  request  that  the  information  be 
incorporate  into  the  State’s  driver  edu¬ 
cation  programs.  NHTSA  has  also  devel¬ 
oped  a  model  safe  performance  driver 
Mucation  curriculum  (SPC)  containing 
a  section  on  limited  visibility  driving. 
SPC  materials  have  provided  the  basis 
for  a  currently  popular  high  school 
driver  education  textbook,  “Safe  Per¬ 
formance  Driving,”  published  by  Ginn 
and  Company,  and  these  materials  are 
used  in  a  large  scale  demonstration  proj¬ 
ect  to  determine  the  crash  reduction 
potential  of  driver  education. 

NHTSA  has  also  approached  the 
driver  education  community  at  its  mast 
recent  annual  meetings  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  instruction  on  the  hazards  of  re¬ 
duced  visibility  driving.  Also  an  article 
entitled  “A  ‘Crying’  Need  For  Fog  High¬ 
way  Safety  Education,”  prepared  by 
NHTSA,  was  published  in  the  “Journal 
of  Traffic  Safety  Education”  to  which 
members  of  the  American  Driver  and 
Traffic  Safety  Education  Association 
subscribe.  A  copy  of  this  article  is  at¬ 
tached  to  NHTSA’s  letter. 

Also,  NHTSA  has  agreed  to  consider 
including  reduced  visibility  driving  in¬ 
formation  in  the  National  Highway 
Safety  Program  Standard,  “Driver  Ed¬ 
ucation”  when  it  is  revised.  NHTSA 
stated  that  this  consideration  will  take 
into  account  the  totality  of  factors  con¬ 
tributing  td  highway  crashes.  Decisions 


to  include  or  exclude  a  particular  factor 
will  dep^d  (HI  both  its  relative  contri¬ 
bution  to  crashes  and  its  amenability  to 
education. 

NHTSA  notes  that  Congress  is  now 
reviewing  the  adequacy  and  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  existing  standards.  No  mcidifica- 
tion  of  standards  will  be  made  until 
Congress  determines  what  if  any  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  retained. 

With  reference  to  recommendations 
H-72-56  and  H-75-36,  which  are  con¬ 
cerned  with  developing  and  implement¬ 
ing  police  escort  services  for  limited  visi¬ 
bility  conditions,  NHTSA  reports  that  it 
has  sponsored  a  study  entitled  “Reduced 
Visibility  Practices  and  Procedures  of 
State  Law  Enforcement  Agencies.” 
NHTSA  says  that  the  information 
brought  to  light  by  this  study  is  quite 
minimal;  the  most  important  points  are: 
(1)  The  lack  of  definitions,  procedures, 
and  equipment  by  which  the  existence 
of  reduced  visibility  conditions  can  be 
determined;  (2)  the  lack  of  standardized 
police  accident  investigation  and  en¬ 
forcement  countermeasures:  and  (3)  the 
significance  of  reduced  visibility  crash 
experience  cannot  now  be  determined 
with  acceptable  accuracy.  A  copy  of  the 
study  is  attached  to  NHTSA’s  letter. 

NHTSA  notes  that  only  9  of  the  43 
surveyed  State  enforcement  agencies  re¬ 
ported  that  reduced  visibility  collisions 
were  significant  when  considering  the 
State’s  total  crash  experience. 

The  unpredictability  and  variability 
in  fog  density  characteristics  and  the  ’ 
problem  of  limited  manpower  make  ef¬ 
fective  planning  difficult  for  most  en¬ 
forcement  agencies,  NHTSA  said.  Fog 
conditions  can  exist  simultaneously  in 
many  sections  of  the  States’  Interstate 
Highway  System  and  State  Police  Agen¬ 
cies  often  do  not  have  sufficient  person¬ 
nel  and  equipment  to  provide  escort 
services  in  fc^  to  the  major  areas  re¬ 
quiring  the  service.  This  limited  man¬ 
power  problem  is  magnified  as  distances 
from  metropolitan  areas  increase. 

In  addition  to  efforts  in  driver  educa¬ 
tion  and  enforcement  areas,  NHTSA, 
through  its  National  Center  for  Statis¬ 
tics  and  Analysis,  has  attempted  to  de¬ 
termine  the  seriousness  of  the  reduced 
visibility  factor,  as  reflected  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Fatal  Accident  Reporting  file. 

Based  on  State-by-State  tabulations, 
fog,  smoke,  blowing  sand  or  dust  were 
involved  in  1.8  percent  of  the  fatal  ac¬ 
cidents  for  1975  and  1976.  Copies  of  the 
tabulations  are  attached  to  NHTSA’s 
letter. 

Note. — The  above  summarizes  Safety 
Board  documents  made  available,  and  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  resp>onse  letter  received,  dur¬ 
ing  the  preceding  week. 

Single  copies  of  the  Board's  safety  recom¬ 
mendation  letters  in  their  entirety  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  without  charge.  Copies  of 
the  full  text  of  response  letters  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  at  a  cost  of  W  for  service  and  10  cents 
per  page  for  reproduction. 

Copies  of  the  complete  accident  report  No. 
NTSB-PAR-77-3  cannot  be  printed  for  sev¬ 
eral  weeks.  Notice  will  be  given  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  when  the  report  is  available. 

Copies  of  NTSB-AAR^77-6  and  NT8B- 
AAR-77-6  are  now  available.  Single  copies 


may  be  obtained  from  the  Safety  Board 
without  charge;  multiple  copies  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  by  mail  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

All  requests  to  the  Board  for  copies  must 
be  in  writing,  identified  by  the  report  or 
recommendation  number  and  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Address  requests  to;  Public  In¬ 
quiries  Section,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

(Secs.  304(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independ¬ 
ent  Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
633,  88  Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903. 
1906) ) .) 

Margarst  L.  Fisher, 

Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

November  7,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-32675  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[ 7555-02 ] 

OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND 
TECHNOLOGY  POLICY 
Executive  Office  of  the  President 

WORKING  GROUP  ON  BASIC  RESEARCH 
IN  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advis¬ 
ory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
Office  of  Science  and  Technology  Policy 
announces  the  following  meeting: 

NAME;  Working  Group  on  Basic  Re- 
>  search  in  the  Department  of  Defense, 

DATE;  December  5  and  6,  1977. 

TIME;  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  v 

PLACE;  Room  3104,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  17th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20500 
(Dec.  5)  and  Room  1E801,  The  Penta¬ 
gon,  Washington,  D.C.  (Dec.  6). 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Open. 

CONTACT  PERSON:  Dr.  Wiliam  P. 
Raney,  Executve  Office  of  the  Presdent, 
Office  of  Science  and  Technology  Policy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20500,  telephone  .202- 
395-3934.  Persons  wishing  to  attend  Dec. 
6  portion  of  the  meeting  should  contact 
Dr.  Raney  with  full  name  by  COB,  No¬ 
vember  30,  1977. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  May  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  Policy.  Washington,  D.C. 
20500. 

PURPOSE  OP  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  :  The  Office  of  Science  and  Technol¬ 
ogy  Policy  is  conducting  a  study  which 
will  lead  to  the  formulation  of  policy 
governing  the  performance  of  basic  re¬ 
search  by  or  for  the  mission  agencies. 
Under  the  guidance  of  the  Steering  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Basic  Research  in  Mission 
Agencies,  the  Working  Group  on  Basic 
Research  in  the  DOD  is  to  examine  the 
policies  and  procedures  and  research 
programs  of  that  agency  for  adequacy 
and  balance  between  near-term  and 
long-term  technical  objectives. 

AGEINDA:  9  ajn.  to  4  pjn.  Planning 
meeting  to  discuss  detailed  objectives  of 
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the  study,  methods  of  approach,  and 
work  schedule  and  assignments. 

WiuiAii  Montgomery, 

Executive  Officer. 
[PB  Doc.77-32662  Piled  11-9-77;  8: 46  am] 


[4710-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

I  Public  Notice  CM-7/311 

FINE  ARTS  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  Pine  Arts  Committee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  will  hold  its  Pall 
meeting  on  Thursday,  December  15, 
1977,  at  2  p.m.  in  the  John  Quincy 
Adams  State  Drawing  Room.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  meeting,  the  Pinance 
Committee  of  the  Fine  Arts  Committee 
will  meet  for  approximately  one-half 
hour. 

The  agenda  for  the  full  committee 
meeting  will  include  a  summary  of  the 
work  of  the  Pine  Arts  Office  since  its  last 
meeting  in  May,  the  annoimcement  of 
all  gifts  and  loans  dining  calendar  year 
1977,  as  well  as  a  report  on  the  status 
of  the  architectural  improvements  in  the 
Entrance  Hall  and  Lounges  of  the  Dip¬ 
lomatic  Reception  Rooms.  The  agenda 
for  the  Finance  Committee  will  be  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  proposed  fund  raising  din¬ 
ner  to  be  held  next  Spring. 

The  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
The  public  may  take  part  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  as  long  as  time  permits  and  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Chairman.  Because  of 
State  Department  security  requirements, 
anyone  wishing  to  attend  the  meeting 
should  telephone  the  Pine  Arts  Office  by 
Monday,  December  12,  1977,  telephone 
202-532-^298  to  make  arrangements  to 
enter  the  building. 

Dated:  November  3,  1977. 

Clement  E.  Conger, 
Chairman, 

Fine  Arts  Committee. 

IPR  Doc.77-32610  Piled  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 


[8120-01 ] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

GAS  HILLS  URANIUM  MINING  PROJECT- 
CENTRAL  WYOMING 

Negative  Determination 

In  accordance  with  section  102(2)  (C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  the  Council  on  Environmen¬ 
tal  Quality  Guidelines  (40  CPR  Part  1500 
(1975)),  and  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au¬ 
thority’s  Procedures  for  Environmental 
Planning  and  Assessment  (39  PR  5671-75 
(1974)),  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
(TVA)  hereby  gives  notice  that  it  has 
determined  that  its  participation  in  min¬ 
ing  and  reclamation  on  certain  uranium 
properties  held  jointly  by  TVA  and  pri¬ 
vate  mining  interests  north  of  Beaver 
Rim  within  the  Gas  Hills  Uranimn  Min¬ 
ing  District  of  Central  Wyoming,  does 
not  constitute  a  “major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 


human  environment”  and  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  is  not 
necessary  for  this  proposed  action. 

Mining  of  these  Gas  Hills  reserves  is 
expected  to  produce  a  minimum  of  3.8 
million  kilograms  (8.4  million  pounds) 
of  uranium  oxide  (UjOs) .  This  uranium 
would  provide  a  significant  portion  of 
TVA’s  uranium  requirements  in  the  late 
1970’s  and  early  1980’s.  It  is  anticipated 
that  approximately  450  acres  will  be  tem¬ 
porarily  disturbed  during  the  mining  op¬ 
eration. 

The  actual  mining  and  reclamation 
will  be  done  by  private  mining  contractor 
imder  contract  with  TVA  and  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
Federal,  state,  and  local  mining  and  rec¬ 
lamation  laws  and  regulations.  Much  of 
the  mining  will  be  a  continuation  of  ex¬ 
isting  pits  which  have  been  p>artially 
mined  with  little  or  no  reclamation. 
Uranium  mining  and  milling  has  been 
imderway  in  the  Gas  Hills  area  of  Wy¬ 
oming  for  more  than  20  years  and  is 
presently  the  predominant  land  use  In 
the  project  area.  The  proposed  mining 
is  compatible  with  past,  existing,  and 
proposed  land  use  in  the  area. 

TVA  has  prepared  an  environmental 
assessment  evaluating  the  potential  ea- 
vironmental  impacts  related  to  this  pro¬ 
posal  and  identifying  measures  to  mini¬ 
mize  environmental  effects.  This  assess¬ 
ment  considers  effects  on  land  use.  sur¬ 
face  and  gn'ound  water,  flora,  and  faima; 
socioeconomic  aspects;  and  historical, 
archaeological,  cultural,  and  recreational 
resources.  TVA’s  environmental  review 
has  identified  no  significant  environmen¬ 
tal  impacts  which  would  occur  from  the 
proposed  mining  when  conducted  imder 
the  guidelines,  mining  plans,  and  recla¬ 
mation  plans  provided  in  the  environ¬ 
mental  assessment. 

The  proposed  action  has  been  coordi¬ 
nated  with  Federal  and  state  agencies 
having  jurisdiction  or  expertise  In  the 
various  environmental,  economic,  cul¬ 
tural,  and  planning  areas  which  might 
be  affected. 

TVA’s  environmental  assessment  Is 
available  for  inspection  and  review  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  Information  Of¬ 
fice,  400  Commerce  Avenue  (E12A4) ,  Knox- 
vUle,  Tenn.  37902. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  437  Woodward 
Building.  1426  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20444. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  314  Intermoun- 
tain  Building,  312  North  Wolcott,  Casper, 
Wyo.  82602. 

Copies  of  TVA’s  environmental  assess¬ 
ment  are  available  and  can  be  obtained 
by  writing  TVA’s  Information  Office  at 
the  above  address.  Any  questions  or  com¬ 
ments  concerning  this  proposal  should 
be  directed  to: 

Dr.  Peter  A.  Krenkel,  Director  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Planning,  268  401  Building,  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.  37401. 

Dated:  September  22,  1977. 

Lynn  Seeber, 
General  Manager. 
[FB  Doc.77-32596  FUed  11-9-77:8:46  am] 


[4910-60] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
ALLIED  CHEMICAL  CO.,  ET  AL 
Exemption  Applications 

AGENCY :  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  Applications  for  Re¬ 
newal  of  Exemption  or  Application  to  Be¬ 
come  a  Party  to  an  Exemption. 

SUMMARY :  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  application  for, 
and  the  processing  of,  exemptions  from 
the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CPR  Part  107,  Subpart  B) ,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  the  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations  of  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  has  received  the 
applications  described  herein.  Normally, 
the  modes  of  transportation  would  be 
identified  and  the  nature  of  application 
would  be  described.  However,  this  notice 
is  abbreviated  to  expedite  docketing  and 
public  notice.  ’These  applications  have 
been  seperated  from  the  new  applications 
for  exemptions  to  facilitate  processing. 
DATE:  Comments  by  November  28, 1977. 
ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Section,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  application  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION : 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  Public  Docket  Room,  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Room 
6500,  'Trans  Point  Building,  2100  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


Appli- 

eatioa 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal 
of  special 
permit  or 
exemption 

2806-X 

Allied  Chemlcftl  Co.,  Morris¬ 
town,  N.J. 

2806 

2806-X 

Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corp., 
El  Dorado,  Ark. 

2806 

2806-X 

Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Beau¬ 
mont,  Tex. 

2806 

2806-X 

SunOlin  Chemical  Co.,  Clay- 
mont,  Del. 

2806 

3416-X 

U.8.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C. 

3416 

360O-X 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C. 

3600 

3744-X 

Ashland  Chemical  Co.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

3744 

4007-X 

Matson  Navigation  Co.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

4007 

4041-X 

Hercules  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del. 

4041 

428a-X 

Hercules  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del. 

4282 

4390-X 

Q.  Frederick  Smith  Chemical 
Co.,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

4390 

4988-X 

Advanced  Instruments  Inc., 
Needham  Heights,  Mass. 

4>j88 

6U2-X 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  A 
Co.,  Wilmington,  Del. 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 
town,  N.Y. 

5112 

6179-X 

6179 

6464-X 

7.  T.  Baker  Chemical  Co., 
Phillipsburg,  N.J. 

5466 

6466-X 

Fisher  Scientillc  Co.,  Fair 
Lawn,  N  J. 

6456 

6486-X 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 
town,  N.Y. 

6485 

K24-X 

MCB  Manufacturing  Chemists, 
Norwood,  Ohio. 

6636 

FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  42,  NO.  217 — ^THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  10,  1977 


58590 


NOTICES 


Renewal 

AppU-  of  special 

cation  Applicant  permit  or 

No.  exemption 


.'■■600-X 

Amoco  Oil  Co.,  Whiting,  Ind... 

.7600 

7600-X 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex. 

7600 

5717-X 

U.8.  Department  of  Defense, 
Wasiiiiigton,  D.C. 

5717 

5746-X 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Wasiiington,  D.C. 

5746 

5777-X 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C. 

5777 

.7045-X 

Air  Products  and  Chemicals 

Inc.,  Allentown,  Pa. 

5945 

5967- X 

Rocket  Research  Corp.,  Red¬ 
mond,  Wash. 

5967 

6(Xi:-X 

Nuclear  I’roducts  Co.,  El 
Monte,  Calif. 

6007 

60a2-X 

MCB  Manufacturing  Chemists, 
Norwood,  Ohio. 

6092 

6092-X 

Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Fair 
Lawn,  N.J. 

6092 

6122-X 

Lucidol  division,  Pennwalt 
Corp.,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

6122 

6147  .\ 

Q.  Frederick  Smith  Chemical 

Co.,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

614.5 

6234 -X 

Pennwalt  Corp.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa. 

Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

6234 

6243-X 

6243 

B253-X 

Bacardi  International  Ltd., 
Hamilton.  Bermud.a. 

62.53 

62.73-X 

Conlrans,  Hamburg,  West  Ger¬ 
many. 

62.53 

62'.3-.\ 

Johnson  Scan  Star,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. 

6-2.53 

62.7.VX 

Interpwl,  New  York,  N.Y _ 

62.53 

6267-X 

Coastal  Industrie  ,  Inc. ,  Carl- 

6287 

6267-X 

Bio-Lab,  Convers.  Or... . . 

6287 

6267-X 

Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Monte- 
liello.  Calif. 

6267 

6267-X 

Tesco  Inc.,  Marietta,  Ga _ 

6267 

6427-X 

MCB  Manufacturing  Chemists, 
Norwood,  Ohio. 

6427 

6477-X 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  & 

Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del. 

6477 

e".23-X 

FMC  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa... 

6.523 

6682-X 

Foote  Mineral  Co.,  Exton,  Pa... 

6682 

668.'.-X 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C. 

6685 

668ft-X 

Chilton  Metal  l^roducts  Div., 
Chilton,  VVis. 

6686 

6691  X 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 
town,  N.Y. 

6691 

67.38  X 

Texas  Eastman  Co.,  Longview, 

Tex. 

6738 

6749- X 

Airwick  Industries,  Inc.,  Teter- 
boro,  N.J. 

6749 

6r49-X 

Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Monte- 
liello.  Calif. 

6749 

67.77-X 

FMC  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa... 

67.57 

67.79-X 

Atlas  Powder  Co.,  D^Ias,  Tex.. 

67.59 

6816-X 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C. 

6816 

6843 -X 

Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  West- 
port,  Conn. 

6843 

6874  .X 

ICT  United  States  Inc.,  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del. 

6874 

6971-X 

Chem  Service,  Inc.,  West 
Chester  Pa. 

6971 

6986-X 

K  &  M.  Rubber  Co.,  Elk  Grove 
Village,  Ill. 

6986 

7nio-x 

.Solchem  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.. 

7010 

7011-X 

.\dvance  Chemical  Technology, 
City  of  Industry,  Calif. 

7011 

7035-X 

Owens-Illinois,  Toledo,  Ohio _ 

7035 

7036- X 

McDonnell  Doublas  Astronau¬ 
tics  Co.,  Huutington  Beach, 
Calif. 

7036 

70'.>4-  .X 

Tennes-see  Eastman  Co.,  Kings¬ 
port,  Tenn. 

7094 

7189-X 

Chugiak  Aviation,  Chugiak, 
Alaska. 

7189 

7253-X 

Litliium  Corp.  of  America, 
Bessema  City,  N.C. 

7253 

7283-X 

Foote  Mineral  Co.,  Exton,  Pa... 

7-253 

736(LX 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  & 
Co.,  Wilmington,  Del. 

7260 

7274-X 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 
town.  N.Y. 

7274 

7405-X 

Sigma  Cheomial  Co.,  St.  Louis, 

.Mo. 

7406 

7494-X 

Airco  Cryoplants,  Murray  Hill, 
N.J. 

7949 

7650-X 

I.C.I.  United  States,  lac.,  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del. 

76.50 

7706-X 

HTL  Advanced  Technology, 
Monrovia,  Calif. 

7708 

7720-X 

Williams,  Dimond  &  Co.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

7720 

7724-X 

Colorado  River  Municipal  Water 
District,  Big  Spring^  Tex. 

7724 

7782-X 

Eastman  Kod^  Co.,  Rochester, 
N.Y. 

7702 

7WI2-X 

Bennett  Industries,  Pacoima, 
Calit 

7802 

Appli¬ 

cation 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal 
of  special 
permit  or 
exemptioii 

970-P 

Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.,  Chi- 

970 

3307-P 

cago,  Ill. 

Explosives  Products  of  Louis¬ 
ville,  Inc.,  Looisville.  Ky. 

3307 

3307-P 

Strawu  Explosives,  luc.,  Dallas, 
Tex. 

3307 

3307-P 

Harrison  Explosives,  Inc., 
Duanesburg,  N .  Y. 

3307 

3307-P 

Mountain  State  Bit  Service, 
Inc.,  Morgantown,  West  Va. 

3307 

8307-P 

W.  H.  Burt  Explosives,  luc., 
Moab,  Utah. 

3307 

3307-P 

W.  A.  Murpliy,  Inc.,  El  Monte, 
Calif. 

3307 

3307-P 

Ohio  Dynamite  Co.,  Inc., 
Upper  Sandusky,  Ohio. 

3307 

3307-P 

Pacific  Powder  Pipe  and  Supply 
luc.,  Olympia,  Wash. 

3307 

3307-P 

Seoo,  Inc.,  Fort  Smith,  Ark _ 

3307 

3307-P 

Lilly  lee  and  Bottling  Works, 
Inc.,  Pemberton,  W.  Va. 

3307 

3363-P 

Pennwalt  Corp.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

3353 

4108-P 

Welding  and  Cutting  K(iuip- 
meut  Co., {Newark,  N.J. 

4108 

4248-P 

Hi-Pure  Chemical  Co.,  Naz- 
aretli.  Pa. 

4-248 

4248-P 

Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

4248 

561 5-P 

.\shland  Chemical  Co.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

5615 

6951 -P 

Vulcan  Materials  Co.,  Birming- 
liam,  Ala. 

6951 

6039- P 

Rohm  and  Haas  Co.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

6039 

6253-P 

Brostrom  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd., 
Gothenburg,  Sweden. 

6253 

C564-P 

Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Monte- 
boUo,  Calif. 

G654 

6749-P 

Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Monte¬ 
bello,  (2aUf. 

6749 

7409-P 

Puerto  Rico  Marine  Manage¬ 
ment,  Inc.,  Elizabeth,  N.J. 

7409 

7792-P 

Witco  Chemical  Corp.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

7702 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  for  party 
to  an  exemption  is  published  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  107  of  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR 
U.S.C.  1806:  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1977. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch,  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations. 

[PR  Doc.77-32521  Piled  11-9-77:8:46  am] 


[ 4910-60 ] 

UNION  CARBIDE  CORP.,  ET  AL 
Exemption  Applications 

AGENCY :  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  Applications  for  Ex¬ 
emption. 

SUMMARY :  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  application  for, 
and  the  processing  of,  exemptions  from 
the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Ofi^cc  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations  of  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  has  received  the 
applications  described  herein. 

DATE:  Comments  by  December  20,  1977. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Section,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590.  Comments  should  re¬ 
fer  to  the  application  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 
Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  Public  Docket  Room,  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Room 
6500,  Trans  Point  Building,  2100  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Each  mode  of  transportation  for  which 
a  particular  exemption  is  requested  is 
indicated  by  a  number  in  the  “Nature  of 
Application”  portion  of  the  table  below 
as  follows:  1 — Motor  vehicle,  2 — ^Rail 
freight,  3 — Cargo  vessel,  4 — Cargo-only 
aircraft,  5 — Passenger-carrying  aircraft. 


Applira- 
tion  No. 


Applicant 


Kegulation(s)  affected 


Nature  of  application 


7846-N 
784ft- N 

78.70- N 
78.51-N 
78.72~N 

7853-N_ 

7845-N 

7850-N 

7856- N 

7857- N 

7858- N 


Union  Carbide  Corp., 
Tarrytown,  N.Y. 

Ryan  Industries  Inc.,  Ixmis- 
vUle,  Ky. 


Suttons  International  Ltd., 
London,  England. 


Ethyl  Corp.,  Baton  Rouge, 
La. 


49  CFR  173.302. 
49  CFR  ITS  .US 


49  CFR  pt.  173.  Sub- 
jUs  D,  E,  F,  and 

49  CFR  173.34(e)... 


Minnesota  Valley  Engineer¬ 
ing  New  Prague,  Minn. 


E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
A  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 
Del. 


Pocono  .\irlines  Inc.,  .\voca. 
Pa. 


49  CFR  173.31.7. 


49  CFR  17.3.127, 
173.184. 


49  CFR  17.7.75, 
177.842(a). 


Tri-Stale  Industrial  laun¬ 
dries,  Inc.,  Utica,  N.Y. 


49  CFR  173.398 . 

Olin  Corp.,  Ea.st  Alton,  111..  49  CFR  173.00 . 

49  CFR  17.3.119 _ 

49  CFR  17.3.119 . 


W.  P.  Butterfield  (Engi¬ 
neers)  Ltd.,  Shipley, 
England. 

Degussa  Inc.,  Frankfurt, 
Cermany. 


To  authorize  shipment  of  nonflammable  gases 
in  skid  mounted  DOT  107A  cylinders  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  ol  pressurized  liquid 
oxygen,  nitrogen,  and  argon  at  250  psig 
design  in  non-DOT  stainless  steel  cargo  tank 
(mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  IMCO  cla.ss  2  com¬ 
modities  in  non-DOT  siicciiloation  ix>rlablo 
tanks  (modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  authorize  use  of  DOT  4BA240  cylinders 
which  are  overdue  for  retest  for  a  1-time  ship¬ 
ment  of  aluminum  alkyls  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  sliipment  of  ^on,  nitrogen,  oxy¬ 
gen,  and  pres.surized  liquids  in  non-DOT 
portable  tanks  built  to  the  ASME  boiler  and 
pressure  vessel  code  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  nitrocellulose  wet 
with  not  le.ss  tlian  30  pet  alcohol  or  with  not 
less  than  pet  water  m  non-DOT  ilberboard 
dnims  with  either  polyethylene  liner  or  bag 
(modes  1,  3). 

To  authorize  an  unlimited  transport  index  limit 
for  the  transportation  of  radioactive  pharma¬ 
ceuticals  (modes  1,  4,  5). 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  radioactive  contami¬ 
nated  protective  clotliing  in  steel  portable  bins 
with  4,000-lb  capacity  (mode  1). 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  black  powder  in  DOT- 
21  C  filx!rl)oard  drums,  net  weight  not  oxer 
27  lb  (mode  1). 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  mono-,  di-,  and  tri- 
methylamines  in  non-DOT  portable  tanks 
(modes  1,  2,  3). 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  methyl  methacrylate 
monomer,  inhibited  in  rum-DOT  IMCO  tyjxe  I 
portable  tanks  (modes  1,  2,  3). 
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Applica¬ 
tion  No. 

Applicant 

Regulation  (s)  alTected 

V850-N 

. do . 

49  CFR  173.363,  173.- 
266,  173.346. 

78(ifl-N 

Airco  Tnclustrial  Oases, 
Murray  Hill,  N.J. 

49  CFR  173.302,  173.- 
303,  173.304,  175.3. 

V862-N 

General  Electric  C:o.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis. 

49  CFR  173.302,  173.- 
306,  175.3. 

7863-N 

raragon  Molding  Co.,  Mel¬ 
rose  Park,  Ill. 

49  CFR  pt.  173, 
subpt.  F. 

7864  N 

Mine  Safety  Appliances  Co., 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

49  CFR  173.202(a)  .... 

7865 -N 

Applied  Equipment  Co., 
Van  Nuys,  Caiil. 

49  CFR  173.302,  175.3. 

7866-N 

The  Lea  Manufacturing  C o., 
Waterbury,  Conn. 

49  CFR  172.400 
173.1200ta)(7). 

7867-N 

.A.  0.  Smith  Inland  Inc., 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 

49  CFR  173.21,  175.3... 

7868-N 

Virginia  Chemicab  Inc., 
I’ortsmouth,  Va. 

49  CFR  173.119(111).... 

7869- N 

7870- N 

Oxy  Metals  Industries 
Corp.,  Morenci,  Mich. 
Explogiochi  SpA,  Florence, 
Italy. 

49  CFR  173.245 . 

49  CFR  173.100(p) _ 

7871-N 

Atlas  Powder  Co.,  Mtaiiii, 

49  CFR  176. 155(a) (t).. 

Nature  of  application 


To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  corrosive 
liquids  and  poisonous  liquids  class  B  in  non- 
DOT  IMCO  type  1  portable  tanks  (nlodes 
1,  2,  3). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  flammable  and  non¬ 
flammable  gases  in  glass  flasks  overpacked  in 
single  wall  corrugated  fiberboard  boxes  (modes 
1,  4,  5). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  xenon  gas  in  a  detector 
separateiy  or  as  part  of  a  body  scarmer  (modes 
1,4,5). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  those  corrosive  Uqmds 
for  which  the  i)OT  34  container  is  authorized, 
except  hydrogen  peroxide,  in  removable  head 
polyethylene  paidls  (modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  authorize  sliipment  of  sodium  and  potassium 
metallic  liquid  ailoy  in  DOT  4BW  cylinders 
(modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  nitrogen  in  a  non-DOT 
cylinder  overpaoked  in  a  fiberboard  container 
(modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  class  B  poisons 
in  containers  of  over  8-oz  capacity  as  ORM-D 
items  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  a  heatpaok  kit  which 
contains  2  comixments  wliich,  when  mixed, 
evolve  heat  (modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  amines  which 
are  flammable  and  corrosive  liquids  in  DOT 
MC-303  tank  trucks  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  rust  preventing  com¬ 
pounds,  in  DOT-57  portable  tanks  (mode  1). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  toy  caps  in  inner  com¬ 
posite  blister  packages  with  plastic  cover 
0.005  in  thick  overpacked  in  a  non-DOT 
liberboard  box  (modes  1,  2). 

To  waive  the  ten  foot  separation  distance  be¬ 
tween  steel  portable  magazines  containing 
blasting  caps  and  other  hazardous  materials 
(mode  3). 


This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications  for  new  exemptions  is  published  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  107  of  the  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR 
U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e) ) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  November  3, 1977. 

J.  R.  .Grothe, 

Chief  Exemptions  Branch, 

Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations. 
(FR  Doc.77-32520  Filed  ll-9-77;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  SAFETY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
Is  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Safety  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  to  be  held  November  29,  30  and  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977  in  Washington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows : 

On  November  29,  from  8:45  a.m.  to 
10:30  a.m.  the  full  Cc»nmittee  will  meet 
in  a  General  Session  in  r(x>m  2230  of  the 
DOT  Headquarters  Building  for  orienta¬ 
tion  of  new  members  and  to  hear  an 
overview  of  the  study  of  the  causes  of 
traffic  accidents. 

On  November  29,  from  11:00  a.m.  to 
1:00  p.m.  the  Adjudication  and  Alcohol 
Subcommittee  will  meet  in  room  2230  of 
the  DOT  Headquarters  Building  to  hear 
a  report  on  Indian  tribal  adjudication  of 
alcohol-related  traffic  offenses,  a  prog¬ 
ress  report  on  NHTSA  and  NIAAA  inter¬ 
agency  agreement  on  judicial  education, 
and  old  or  new  business.- 

On  November  29,  from  2:00  p.m.  to 
4:00  p.m.  the  Driver  Subcommittee  will 


meet  in  room  2230  of  the  DOT  Head¬ 
quarters  Building  to  hear  the  status  of 
the  Committee  recommendation  on  Na¬ 
tional  Driver  Register,  a  discussion  of 
the  current  legislation  on  the  NDR,  and 
old  or  new  business. 

On  November  30,  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
12:00  noon  the  Vehicle  Subcommittee 
w'ill  meet  in  room  2230  of  the  DOT  Head¬ 
quarters  Building  to  discuss  mopeds — 
review  current  subcommittee  woric  on 
visibility,  driver  licensing  requirements, 
registration,  and  intermix  of  mopeds  and 
other  vehicles:  day  time  use  of  motor¬ 
cycle  headlights,  and  old  or  new  business. 

At  1:00  p.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  30  the  Highway  Environment  Sub¬ 
committee  will  meet  in  room  2230  of  the 
DOT  Headquarters  Building  to  hear  a 
briefing  on  the  Highway  Environment 
Subcommittee’s  1975-77  report,  a  discus¬ 
sion  on  the  subcommittee’s  future  agen¬ 
da  items,  a  briefing  on  geometric  design 
for  resurfacing,  restoration,  and  reha¬ 
bilitation  of  highways  and  streets,  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  subcommittee’s  outstand¬ 
ing  resolutions,  and  old  or  new  business. 

On  December  1,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  1:00 
p.m.  in  room  6332  of  the  DOT  Headquar¬ 
ters  Building  the  full  Committee  will 
meet  to  swear  in  new  members,  to  hear  a 
briefing  on  evaluation  of  the  Highway 
Safety  Strndards  and  related  program 
management,  the  status  and  future  plans 
on  the  55  MPH  national  speed  limit,  and 
ports  of  subcommittee  chairmen,  and 
old  or  new  business. 


Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Any  member 
of  the  public  may  present  a  written 
statement  to  the  Committee  at  any  time. 

’This  meeting  is  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  appropriate  DOT  official. 

Additional  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  NHTSA  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Room  5215,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.  (DOT  Headquarters  Building) , 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  telephone  202- 
426-2872. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1977. 

Wm.  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-32665  Filed  11-9-77; 8; 45  am] 


[ 7035-01  ] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  AB-52  (Sub-No.  4)  ] 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY 

CO.  ABANDONMENT  BETWEEN  RICH¬ 
MOND  AND  B.  C.  JUNCTION,  MO. 

Correction 

November  4,  1977. 

Our  findings  in  this  proceeding  were 
originally  published  on  March  17,  1977, 
at  42  PR  14973  (1977) ;  however  at  that 
time  the  proceeding  was  not  administra¬ 
tively  final.  Now,  however,  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  become  administratively  final. 
Therefore,  the  prior  published  notice  is 
rescinded  and  notice  is  hereby  given  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a) ) 
that  by  an  order  entered  on  December  29, 
1976,  a  finding,  which  is  administratively 
final  was  made  by  the  Commission,  Re¬ 
view  Board  No.  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Aban¬ 
donment,  257  I.C.C.  700,  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Atchi¬ 
son,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co.  of 
a  portion  of  its  branch  line  of  railroad 
from  railroad  milepost  5  +  3168  at  Rich¬ 
mond,  Mo.,  to  railroad  milepost  65  +  1341 
at  B.  C.  Junction,  Mo.,  a  total  distance 
of  J^proximately  59.65  miles  in  Bu¬ 
chanan,  CHay,  Clinton,  and  Ray  Counties, 
Mo.  A  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Co.  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice,  un¬ 
less  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued:  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
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Hue,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
Into  a  biding  agi'eement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upwi 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  ac¬ 
quisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
CcMnmission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases’*  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

H.  O.  Homme,  Jr.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-32623  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 

[Order  No.  36698] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  PETITION  FOR 

DECLARATORY  ORDER  PRELODGING 

SHIPPING  DOCUMENTS 

On  September  21,  1977,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  (DOD)  filed  a  petition 
for  a  declaratory  order  concerning  pre- 
delivery  or  prelodging  of  shipping  d(x;u- 
ments.  The  petition  raises  the  issue  of 
whether  prdodging  of  shipping  docu¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  prearranged 
scheduling  is  a  special  service  for  which 
a  separate  charge  may  be  Imposed,  or  is 
a  natural  part  of  prearranged  scheduling 
to  be  performed  without  additional 
charge. 

Presently,  tariffs  applicable  on  DOD’s 
shipments  through  ocean  terminals  on 
the  west  coast  authorize  no  charges  for 
prelodging  shipping  documents.  In  con¬ 
trast,  tariffs  applicable  on  DOD’s  ship¬ 
ments  to  the  east  and  gulf  coast  termi¬ 
nals  authorize  varying  charges.  The  is¬ 
sue  raised  by  DOD’s  petition  was  also 
raised  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  88,  Detention 
of  Motor  Vehicles — Nationwide,  126 
M.C.C.  803,  814-15  (1977).  In  the  report 
on  reconsideration,  the  Commission 
stated  that  it  would  entertain  petitions 
for  a  declaratory  order  on  that  issue. 

A  controversy  or  imcertainty  exists 
which  warrants  entry  by  the  Commission 
of  a  declaratory  order. 

It  is  ordered,.  Pursuant  to  section  554 
(e)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act, 
6  U.S.C.  I  554(e),  the  petition  is  granted 
to  the  extent  of  instituting  this  proceed¬ 
ing  to  determine  the  issue  raised  by  the 
petition. 

This  proceeding  will  be  handled  under 
the  modified  procedure,  following  rules 
^43  to  65  of  Uie  Commission’s  General 
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Rules  Of  Practice,  49  CFR  1100.43-65. 
Filing  and  service  of  pleadings  shall  fol¬ 
low  this  schedule: 

(a)  Opening  statement  of  facts  and 
argument  by  petitioner  and  any  parties 
supporting  petitioner  on  or  before  20 
days  from  the  service  date  of  this  order; 

(b)  30  days  after  that  date,  statonent 
of  facts  and  argument  by  any  party  in 
oppositlmi;  and 

(c)  Reply  by  petitioner  and  any  sup¬ 
porting  parties  20  days  thereafter. 

A  c(^y  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to 
the  public  by  delivering  it  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  tac 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Decided:  November  2, 1977. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Mun*y. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-32625  PUed  11-9-77:8:46  am] 

[ 7035-01  ] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION(S)  FOR 
REUEF 

November  7,  1977. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 

I^*EGISTER 

FSA  No.  43457 — Residual  Fuel  Oil  to 
Broeker,  Minnesota.  Filed  by  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  Agent  (No.  A- 
2742) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  residual  fuel  oil,  in  tank-car  loads, 
as  described  in  the  application,  from 
Cody,  Wyo.,  to  Burlington  Northern,  Inc., 
station  in  Minnesota,  viz.:  Broeker. 

Groimds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  157  to  Western 
Trunk  line  Cixnmittee,  Agent,  tariff 
473,  I.C.C.  No.  A-4572.  Rates  are  pub¬ 
lished  to  become  effective  on  December  3, 
1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-32624  Filed  11-9-77:8:45  am] 


[ 7035-01  ] 

MODIFICATION  OF  PROCEDURE  FOR 
CHANGING  NAMES  OF  CARRIERS  AND 
SHIPPERS  IN  OPERATING  RIGHTS 

AGENCY:.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION :  Clarification  of  prior  notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  on  Sep¬ 
tember  6.  1977,  modified  its  procedures 
throufih  which  changes  in  carriers’  and 
shippers’  names  in  operating  rights  are 
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effected.  The  prior  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  fail^  to  clarify 
that  requests  for  changes  in  shippers’ 
names  in  a  certificate,  permit,  or  license 
must  be  acccmipanied  by  a  letter  (an 
original  and  one  copy)  explaining  fully 
the  circxunstances  and  reasons  for  such 
requests  from  the  shipp>er  and  the  car¬ 
rier. 

DATES:  The  change  in  procedures  be¬ 
came  effective  on  October  1,  1977.  This 
clarification  is  effective  immediately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Michael  Erenberg,  Assistant  Deputy 

Director,  Section  of  Operating  Rights, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commissicm, 

Washington,  D.C.  20423,  phone  202- 

275-7292. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
On  October  1,  1977,  the  procedure  de¬ 
scribed  below  became  effective.  This  pro¬ 
cedure  simplifies  the  method  for  carrier 
or  shipper  name  changes  in  certificates, 
permits,  or  licenses.  Notice  of  this  change 
was  published  in  42  Fed.  Reg.  45730.  Since 
the  original  notice  did  not  fully  explain 
that  shippers’  name  change  requests 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  letter  from 
the  shipper,  as  well  as  from  the  carrier, 
clarifying  language  has  been  added  to 
the  original  description  of  the  new  pro¬ 
cedures. 

(1)  Requests  for  changes  in  carriers’ 
or  shippers’  names  in  certificates,  per¬ 
mits,  or  licenses  must  be  accompanied  by 
a  letter  (an  original  and  one  copy)  ex¬ 
plaining  fully  the  circumstances  and 
reasons  for  such  requests.  Where  a  ship¬ 
per’s  name  is  sought  to  be  changed,  both 
the  carrier  and  the  shipper  must  submit 
letters.  The  letter  requests  need  not  be 
verified  or  notarized. 

(2)  Filing  fees  will  be  waived  for 
changes  sought  in  administratively  final 
proceedings. 

(3)  Requests  will  be  examined  by  the 
Office  of  Proceedings,  which  will  either 
issue  a  modified  certificate,  permit,  or 
license,  or,  if  the  requested  change  is  un¬ 
acceptable,  will  inform  the  person  re¬ 
questing  the  change  by  letter  of  the  rea¬ 
son  for  its  unacceptability. 

The  foregoing  procedure  became  effec¬ 
tive  on  October  1, 1977. 

H.  G.  Homme.  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-32767  Filed  11-9-77*8:45  am] 


[ 7035-01  ] 

[Order  No.  36669] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTA'HON  CO. 
ET  AL — PETITION  FOR  DECLARATORY 
ORDER— TARIFF  INTERPRETATION 

Robert  W.  Blanchette,  Richard  C. 
Bond,  and  John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees 
of  the  property  of  Penn  Central  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Debtor  (collectively,  Penn 
Central)  filed  on  August  18,  1977,  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  a  declaratory  order. 

The  petition  seeks  an  answer  to  the 
applicability  and  reasonableness  of 
charges  assessed  pursuant  to  TL-CTTR 
Tariff  773,  ICX)  C-756  and  supplements, 
on  shipments  of  iron  and  steel  (Key¬ 
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stone)  billets  moving  from  the  plant  of 
Keystone  Consolidated  Industries  in 
Peoria,  Ill.,  to  a  plant  in  Aliquippa,  Pa., 
between  August  1,  1974,  and  April  30, 
1975. 

With  respect  to  this  cwitroversy  an 
action  was  ffled  in  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Illinois  (Northern  Division) ,  in  which  an 
order  of  Reference  to  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  was  entered  June  2, 
1977.  That  action  is  stayed  until  further 
order  of  the  Court. 

Penn  Central  requests  that  the  case  be 
set  for  handling  under  the  modified  pro¬ 
cedure. 

It  is  ordered: 

1.  Pursuant  to  section  5(e)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C. 

§  564(e) ,  and  in  the  exercise  of  the  Com-  ■ 
mission’s  sound  discretion  thereunder, 
this  petition  for -a  declaratory  order  be, 
and  it  is  hereby  granted  and  docketed  as 
set  forth  above. 

2.  This  proceeding  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  the  applicability  of  the  charges 
assessed,  and  if  applicable,  their  reason¬ 
ableness. 

3.  Since  this  matter  appears  to  be  sus¬ 
ceptible  of  handling,  as  requested,  under 
the  modified  procedure,  pursuant  to  Rule 
43  to  52  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice,  49  CFR  §  1100.43-52, 
the  filing  and  service  of  pleadings  shall 
be  as  follows:  (a)  opening  statement  of 
facts  and  argument  by  petitioner  and  any 
parties  supporting  petitioner  on  or  be¬ 
fore  20  days  from  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order;  (b)  30  days  after  that  date, 
statement  of  facts  and  argument  by  any 
party  in  opposition;  and  (c)  20  days 
thereafter,  replies  by  petitioner  and  any 
supporting  parties. 

4.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
uix)n  the  petitioner  and  a  copy  shall  be 
deposited  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  a  c(H>y  of  this 
order  shall  be  given  to  the  public  by  de¬ 
livery  thereof  to  the  Director,  OflBce  of 
the  Federal  Register  for  publication 
therein. 

Decided  November  2,  1977. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Murphy. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.77-32626  Filed  11-9-77; 8:45  am] 


[ 7035-01  ] 

]  Volume  No.  42} 

November  4,  1977. 

PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE 
MATTERS  (INCLUDING  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITIES),  RAILROAD  ABANDON¬ 
MENTS,  ALTERNATE  ROUTE  DEVIA¬ 
TIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS 

Petitions  for  Modifications,  Interpre¬ 
tation  OR  Reinstatement  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Rights  Authority 

'The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretetion  of  existing  oper¬ 


ating  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement 
of  terminated  operating  rights  author¬ 
ity. 

The  Commission  has  recently  pro¬ 
vided  for  easier  identification  of  sub¬ 
stantive  petition  matters  and  all  docu¬ 
ments  should  clearly  specify  the  “dock¬ 
et”,  “sub”,  and  “suffix”  (e.g.  Ml,  M2) 
numbers  identified  by  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice. 

An  original  and  <me  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  special  rule  24'i(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  cff  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1100.247)'  and  shall  include 
a  concise  statement  of  protestant’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of 
its  conflicting  authorities.  Verified  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be 
tendered  at  this  time.  A  cogy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
petitioner’s  representative,  or  petitioner 
if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  128988  (Sub-Nos.  4  and  14)  Ml 
(Notice  of  filing  to  modify  permits)  filed 
August  18,  1977.  PetitiOTier;  JO/KEL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1249,  City  of  Industry, 
Calif.  91749.  Petitioner’s  representative; 
Michael  J.  Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  68501.  Petitioner  holds  motor 
contract  carrier  Permits  in  MC  128988 
(Sub-Nos.  4  and  14),  issued  February  12, 
1971,  and  June  27,  1972,  respectively,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation,  over  irre^ar 
routes,  in  No.  MC  128988  (Sub-No.  4)  of 
(1)  heating  and  air  conditioning  units, 
from  the  plantsites  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  .Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.,  at  San 
Lorenzo,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia.  Missouri.  Nebraska,  Ohio.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  and  Texas;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  above-named  commodities,  from 
points  in  Alabama.  Georgia,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
and  Texas,  to  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co., 
at  San  Lorenzo,  Calif.  Restrictions:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  subject 
to  the  following  conditions;  (1)  Said  op¬ 
erations  are  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  those  commodities  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment;  and  (2) 
said  operations  are  limited  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.,  of  San  Lorenzo, 
Calif.;  and  in  No.  MC  128988  (Sub-No. 
14)  of  heating  and.  air  conditioning  units. 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.,  at  San 
Lorenzo,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Da- 


^  Copies  of  special  rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20423. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  217 — THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  10,  1977 


58594 


NOTICES 


kota,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  above-named  commodi¬ 
ties,  from  the  above-named  destination 
points,  to  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.,  at 
San  Lorenzo,  Calif.  Restrictions:  The 
service  authorized  herein  is  subject  to 
the  following  conditions:  (1)  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  and  those  commodities  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  sp>ecial  equipment;  and  (2) 
the  operations  authorized  herein  are 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed,  imder  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co,, 
of  San  Lorenzo,  CaJif .  By  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  its  Per¬ 
mits  in  No.  MC  128988  (Sub-Nos.  4  and 
14) ,  by  substituting  in  part  ( 1 )  the  plant- 
sites  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Fraser 
and  Johnston  Co.,  at  Emeryville,  Calif., 
in  lieu  of  San  Lorenzo,  Calif.,  as  an  origin 
point;  and  in  part  (2)  by  substituting 
Emeryville,  and  Hayward,  Calif.,  as  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  loca¬ 
tion  of  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.  as  a  desti¬ 
nation  point;  and  in  part  (2)  of  the  re¬ 
striction,  said  operations  are  limited  to 
a  transportation  service  to  be  performed, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
wdth  Fraser  &  Johnston  Co.,  of  Hayward, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  135482  (Sub-No.  1)  Ml  (notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  add  a  commodity) 
filed  August  29,  1977.  Petitioner: 

CEMENT  TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box 
615,  VaUey  City,  N.  Dak.  58072.  Petition¬ 
er’s  representative:  Gene  P.  Johnson, 
425  Gate  City  Building,  P.O.  Box  2471, 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in  No.  MC 
135482  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  January  10, 
1977,  authorizing  transportation  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  of  (1)  Cement  in  bags, 
from  Duluth,  Minn.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota;  (2)  cement,  in  bulk  (except  in 
tank  vehicles)  from  Duluth,  Minn.,  to 
Blsmark  and  Valley  City,  N.  Dak.;  and 
(3)  cement,  from  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  portfe  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-Canada  boundary 
line  located  in  North  Dakota,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota.  Restriction;  The  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  herein  are  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with  Beyer’s  Cement,  Inc.,  of  Valley 
City,  N.  Dak, 

By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  lime  in  (1)  above  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  conunodity. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  5)  Ml  (notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  add  commodity 
description),  filed  September  21,  1977. 
Petitioner:  LESTER  COGGINS  TRU<JK- 
ING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort  Meyers,  Fla. 
33901.  Petitioner’s  representative; 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Build¬ 
ing,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  Certificate  in  No.  MC 


140484  (Sub-No.  5),  Issued  June  14,  1977, 
authorizing  transportation,  as  pertinent, 
of  Electric  motors,  electric  welders,  and 
parts  and  accessories  for  electric  motors 
and  electric  welders,  welding  supplies, 
and  hand  truck  parts  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  from  the  facilities  of  Reliance 
Electric  Co.,  at  or  near  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington, 
Wyoming,  Texas,  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota,  subject- to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  hereby  expressly 
reserved,  to  Impose  such  terms,  condi¬ 
tions,  or  limitations  in  the  future  as  it 
may  find  necessary  in  order  to  insure 
that  carrier’s  operations  shall  conform 
to  the  provisions  of  section  210  of  the 
Act.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  to  the  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion  “controller  and  controller  parts  and 
accessories’’  from  the  facilities  of  Re¬ 
liance  Electric  Co.,  at  or  near  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  the  States  named 
above. 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Cer¬ 
tification 

'The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  toe  proceeding 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  with¬ 
in  30  days  after  toe  date  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice.  Such  pleading  shall 
comply  with  special  rule  247(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing  specifically 
toe  issue (s)  indicated  as  toe  purpose  for 
republication,  and  Including  copies  of 
intervenor’s  conflicting  authorities  and 
a  concise  statement  of  Intervenor’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceeding  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  prejudiced  by  lack  of  notice  of  toe 
authority  granted.  A  copy  of  toe  plead¬ 
ing  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  toe 
carrier’s  representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  109847  (Sub-No.  21)  (Repub¬ 
lication)  ,  filed  March  21,  1975,  published 
in  toe  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  9, 
1975,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant;  BOSS-LINCO  LINES,  INC.,  One 
West  Genesse  St.  Suite  450,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 
14240.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St. 
Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  The 
initial  decision  of  toe  administrative  law 
judge,  dated  August  24,  1977,  and  served 
September  2,  1977,  became  the  order  of 
the  CommissicMi  October  7, 1977.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  finds  that  toe 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  c<»n- 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motw 
vrfiicle,  over  irregular  routes.  In  toe 
transportation  -of  General  commodities 


(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  toe 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  household 
goods  as  delink  by  toe  Commission), 
from  points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia 
on  and  north  of  West  Virginia  Highway 
3;  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  east  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Ohlo  State  Boundary  Line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Vandalia, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Findlay, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  alcmg  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  San¬ 
dusky,  Ohio;  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Maryland  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
11,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  15,  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing  and  able  properly  to  perform  such 
service  and  to  conform  to  toe  require¬ 
ments  of  toe  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  toereunder;  that  an  appropriate 
certificate  should  be  issued,  subject  to 
prior  consummation  of  toe  transaction 
involved  in  No.  MC-F-12461.  ’Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  show  toe 
commodities  description  as  “General 
CTommodities’’  with  certain  exceptions, 
in  lieu  of  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt 
in  by  mail  order  houses  and  department 
stores,  toe  business  of  which  is  toe  sale 
of  general  commodities. 

No.  MC  136881  (Sub-No.  1)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  July  2,  1975,  published  in 
toe  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  31, 
1975,  and  republished  this  issue.  Ai^ili* 
cant:  GARRITY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  314 
Mill  Street,  Fortville,  Ind.  46040.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Walter  F.  Jones, 
Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  An  order  of  toe 
Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2,  dated 
December  17,  1975,  and  served  January 
12, 1976,  finds  that  toe  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
in  toe  transportation  of  (1)  flint  dbra-' 
sives  from  Webb  City,  Mo.,  to  Fortville, 
Ind.;  and  (2)  crushed  walnut  shells  from 
Stockton,  Mo.,  to  Fortville,  Ind.,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Indiana  Machinery  and  Supply,  Inc.,  of 
Fortville,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this  repub- 
llcatlon  is  to  reflect  Indiana  Machinery 
and  Supply,  Inc.,  as  shipper. 

No.  MC  142259  (RepubUcation) .  filed 
June  21,  1976,  published  in  toe  Federal 
Register  issue  of  October  7,  1976,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant:  JACK 
D.  STEEL,  322  East  Moimtaln  View 
Drive,  Sheridan,  Wyo,  82801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Connor,  Jr.,  40 
South  Main  Street,  Sheridan,  Wyo.  82801. 
Aim  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  2,  decided  September  28,  1977, 
and  served  October  3, 1977,  finds  that  toe 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pas-  - 
sengers  and  their  baggage.  In  toe  same 
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vehicle  with  passengers.  In  round  trip 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Sheridan,  Johnson,  Camp¬ 
bell,  and  Big  Horn  Counties,  Wyo.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Neb¬ 
raska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
and  Washington;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
granted  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this  republi¬ 
cation  to  show  charter  operations  in  lieu 
of  special  operations. 

No.  MC  142508  (Sub-No.  4)  Rt'publica- 
tlon),  filed  December  30,  1976.  published 
in  tJie  Federal  Register  of  February  10, 
1977,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  37465,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68137.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
Winter.  33  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
HI.  60602.  The  Initial  Decision  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  dated  July  21, 
1977,  and  served  July  29,  1977,  became 
the  order  of  the  Commission  by  notice 
dated  August  29,  1977,  and  served  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1977.  The  Administrative  Law 
Judge  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Fruit  and  terry  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  condiments  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  (a)  from  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Ocean  Spray  Cranberries, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  North  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
Kenosha,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Kansas,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas;  and 
(b)  from  the  facilities  utilized  by  Ocean 
Spray  Cranberries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Mark¬ 
ham,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada.  Oregon,  Utah  and 
Wyoming;  (2)  foodstuffs  and  materials, 
equipment,  arid  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  or  distribution  of 
foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles) ,  between  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Ocean  Spray  Cranberriers, 
Inc.,  at  Chicago,  HI.;  Bordentown,  N.J.; 
Middleboro,  Mass.;  North  East,  Pa.; 
Markham,  Wash.;  and  Kenosha,  Wis.; 
and  (3)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  fruit  and  berry  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  empty  containers,  frozen 
commodities  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  California  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Ocean  Spray  Cranber¬ 
ries,  Inc.,  at  Markham,  Wash.;  the  au¬ 
thority  in  parts  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations;  that  applicant  is  fit,  will¬ 
ing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  such 
service  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  The  piu-pose  of  this 
republication  is  to  give  notice  of  the 
mcKiiflcation  of  the  restriction  in  part 
(2)  to  read  against  “commodities  in  bulk, 


in  tank  vehicles’’  in  lieu  of  against  “com¬ 
modities  in  bulk.’’ 

No.  MC  143091  (Sub-No.  1)  (Republi- 
cation) ,  filed  November  2, 1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Novem¬ 
ber  24,  1976,  as  Oklahoma  Docket  No. 
MC  39391,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  R  AND  R  TRUCKING.  INC., 
6'?08  Eastwood  Circle,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73132.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bruce  Ryan  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Division  1, 
Acting  as  an  Appellate  Division,  dated 
September  28,  1977,  and  served  October 
6,  1977,  finds  that  applicant  may  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  within  limits  which  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  scope  of  the  intrastate  opera¬ 
tions  for  which  applicant  holds  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  39391  issued  May  6,  1977, 
by  the  Corporation  Commission  of  Okla¬ 
homa,  which  authorizes  operations  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vdiicle,  solely 
within  the  State  of  Oklahoma  as  fol¬ 
lows:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value).  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  from, 
to  and  between  the  following  points  in 
Oklahoma,  via  all  routes,  as  follows:  (1) 
Between  Oklahoma  City  and  Durant,  via 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lexington,  thence 
via  State  Highway  39  to  Asher,  thence 
State  Highway  177  to  Junction  of  State 
Highway  13,  thence  State  Highway  13 
to  Ada,  thence  State  Highway  99  to 
Madill,  thence  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Du¬ 
rant,  except  no  service  authorized  to  Ada, 
but  serving  all  intermediate  points  south 
of  Ahlosa  on  State  Highway  99  to  Madill 
and  east  of  Madill  on  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Durant;  and  (2)  between  Durant,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Broken  Bow,  Okla.,  via  U.S. 
Highway  70,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Soper,  Boswell,  Bennington, 
Bokchito,  Blue,  Hugo,  Fallon,  Fort  Tow- 
son,  Swink,  Valliant,  Millerton,  Idabel, 
Broken  Bow,  and  the  off-line  point  of 
Craig,  Okla.;  and  (3)  between  Caddo, 
Okla.,  and  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line,  via  U.S.  Highway  69  and  75,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  points  of  Arm¬ 
strong,  Calera,  and  Colbert,  Okla.;  and 
(4)  between  Oklahoma  City  and  Broken 
Bow  via  U.S.  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
U.S.  Highway  junction  177,  thence  U.S. 
Highway  177  to  Jimction  of  State  High¬ 
way  13  to  Ada,  thence  State  Highway  3 
to  Broken  Bow,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  between  Oklahoma  City  and  Atoka 
with  no  service  authorized  to  Atoka  but 
serving  all  intermediate  points  between 
Atoka  and  Broken  Bow,  including  Ant¬ 
lers,  and  the  off-line  point  of  Wright 
City,  Okla.;  and  (5)  between  Tupelo, 
Okla.,  Durant,  Okla.,  via  State  Highway 
48,  serving  all  intermediate  points  except 
no  service  authorized  to  Tupelo;  and  (6) 
between  Clayton  and  Hugo,  Okla.,  via 
U.S.  Highway  271  and  U.S.  Highway  70, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Tlie  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  show  ac¬ 
tual  authority  granted. 


Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

AND  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Ride  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §1100.247).  'These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro- 
ce^ng.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Section  247(d)  (3) 
of  the  rules  of  practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  made,  contain  a  de¬ 
tailed  statement  of  protestant’s  interest 
in  the  proceeding  (including  a  copy  of 
the  specific  portions  of  its  authority 
which  Protestant  believes  to  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  that  sought  in  the  application, 
and  describing  in  detail  the  method — 
whether  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means — by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authority  to  provide  all  or  p>art  of 
the  service  proposed) ,  and  shall  specify 
with  particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  (i!om- 
mission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative 
is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests 
shall  meet  the  requirements  of  section 
247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
include  the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  procedures  ordered  by 
the  Commission  will  result  in  dismissal 
of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  340  (Sub-No.  43),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  QUERNER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1131  Austin  St., 
San  Antonio,  Tex.  78208.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  M.  Ward  Bailey,  2412  Con¬ 
tinental  Life  Bldg.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes  transporting:  Malt 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  217— THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  10,  1977 


I 


58596 

Beverages  and  advertising  materials: 
(1)  Prom  New  Orleans,  La.  to  points  in 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  Mississippi,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Arkansas,  and  Alabama;  (2) 
PrcMn  Galveston,  Texas,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico,  Louisiana.  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
and  Mississippi.  Pallets  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  cm  return  in  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex.  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  351),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road 
(P.O.  Box  14048),  Houston,  Tex.  77021. 
Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Wray  E. 
Hughes  (same  address  as  aiH>licant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  <H>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vciiicles,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Alcoholic  Liq¬ 
uors.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Ports  of  Entry  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Mexican  boundary  line  located 
in  California,  Arizona,  New  Mexico  and 
Texas  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  (2)  Alcoholic 
Liquors,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Ports  of  Entry  cm  the  United  Stat^  and 
the  Canadian  boundary  line  located  in 
New  York;  Pennsylvania;  Washington; 
Detroit  and  Port  Huron,  Mich.;  and  To¬ 
ledo,  Ohio  to  Peoria,  Ill.;  Detroit,  Mich.; 
and  Burlingame,  Calif.  (3)  Alcoholic  Liq¬ 
uors,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky.  Tennessee, 
Pennsylvania  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  California.  (Re¬ 
stricted  against  Whiskey  from  Bards- 
town,  Ky.  to  El  Segundo,  CTalif.  and  from 
Owensboro  and  Lawrenceburg,  Ky.  to: 
Vernon  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  and 
from  Lawrenceburg,  Ind.  to  Vernon  and 
San  Francisco.  Calif,  and  Neutral  Spirits 
from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.  to  Vernon  and 
San  Francisco,  Csdif.  and  Brandy  from 
Orange  Cove,  Calif,  to  Bardstown,  Ky. 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Wines  from 
points  in  California  to  Indiana  and 
Brandy  frcwn  Fresno  and  15  miles  thereof 
to  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  (4)  Alcoholic  Liq¬ 
uors.  Neutral  Spirits.  Distilled  Spirits, 
Wines  and  Brandies  from  points  in  C^- 
ifomia  to  points  in  Illinois,  New  Jersey 
and  Detroit,  Mich.  (Restricted  against 
Wine  and  Brandy  to  New  Jersey  and 
Brandy  from  Lodi,  Fresno,  and  Delano, 
C^alif.  to  Peoria,  Ill.  and  Wine  from 
points  in  Callfomia  to  points  in  Illinois 
and  Alcoholic  Liquors  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif,  to  Peoria  and  P^in,  HI.  and 
from  Union  City,  C:?alif.  to  Pekin,  HI.)  (5) 
Alcoholic  Liquors,  Neutral  Spirits.  Dis¬ 
tilled  Spirits,  Wines  and  Brandies,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Maryland  to:  Peoria,  HI.;  Burlingame 
and  Sah  Francisco,  Calif.;  and  Detroit. 
Mich.  (Restricted  against  Whiskey  from 
Relay  and  Cockeysville,  Md.  to  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif,  and  from  Cockeysville,  Md. 
to  Vernon,  Calif,  and  Wines  from  Ca- 
nadaiga,  N.Y.  to  points  in  Califomia.) 
(6)  Alcoholic  Liquors,  Neutral  Spirits, 
Distilled  Spirits,  Wines  and  Brandies  be¬ 
tween  the  following  points:  Delavan  and 
Peoria,  HI.;  Scobeyville.  N.J.;  Burlingame 
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and  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  and  Detroit, 
Mich.  (Restricted  against  Wines  and 
Brandy  from  points  In  California  to  Sco- 
beyvllle,  N.J.  and  Wine  fnxn  C^difomia 
to  Delavan  and  Peoria,  HL  and  Alcoholic 
Liquors  between  Peoria,  HL  and  San 
Francisco,  CTalif.)  (7)  Alcoholic  Liquors, 
in  bulk.  In  tank  v^cles  from  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.  to  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Note. — (Common  ctmtrol  may  be  Involved. 
AppUoant  requests  that  this  matter  be  han¬ 
dled  at  a  oral  hearing  before  an  administra¬ 
tive  law  Judge  and  the  hearing  be  held  at 
Houston,  Tex.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  25708  (Sub-No.  29) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  LANEY 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2729, 
Chapel  Hill.  N.C.  27514.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentatives:  Richard  A.  Mehley,  1000 
16th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquefied  petroleum 
gas,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Lancaster  County,  S.C.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  Geor^a. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washington, 
D.C.,  Columbia,  S.C..  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  30837  (Sub-No.  478)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  September  1,  1977,  published 
in  the  FR  Issue  of  Octo^r  27,  1977,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KENOSHA  AITTO  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  4200  39th  Ave.,  Kenosha,  Wis. 
53140.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Building. 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Automobiles,  and  trucks. 
in  secondary  movements,  in  truckaway 
service,  between  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fomia,  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washington 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  MississippL  Nebraska, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  CTarolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Islands, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Tbe  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon  is  to 
reflect  the  correct  Sub-No.  in  No.  MC 
30837  (Sub-No.  478)  in  lieu  of  498  as  previ¬ 
ously  published. 

No.  MC  41404  (Sub-No.  132),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  .^plicant:  ARGO- 
COLLIER  TRUCK  LINES  CORP,,  P.O. 
Box  440,  Martin,  Tenn.  38237.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Mark  L.  Home  (same 
address  as  applicant) ,  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Food,  Food  Products,  and  Food  In¬ 
gredients  (except  ccxnmodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles)  in  vehicles  equipped 


with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
plant  and  storage  facilities  of  Archer 
Daniels  Midland  Co.  at  Decatur,  HI.,  to 
Texas  restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Springfield, 
HI.  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  56244  (Sub-No.  53).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  KUHN 
’TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  98,  RJD.  No.  2,  Gardners,  Pa.  17324. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Musselman,  P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North 
Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pet  foods,  from 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  (except  Philadelphia) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  59640  (Sub-No.  59),  FUed: 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PAULS 
TRUCKENG  CORP.,  Three  Commerce 
Drive,  Cranford,  N.J.  07106.  Applicant’s 
r^resentative:  CTharles  J.  Williams,  1815 
Front  Street,*  Scotch  Plsdns,  N.J.  07076. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  and  sold  by  super¬ 
markets,  catalouge  showroom  stores,  and 
homes  center  stores;  and  (2)  equipment 
materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  businesses  described  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  biilk) ,  (a) 
between  Linden  and  South  Plainfield, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine,  Maryland,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Vermont;  (b)  between  Mil¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Vermont;  and  (c)  between  North 
Berwick,  Maine,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Hampshire  and 
Vermont;  and  (3)  film,  negatives,  and 
prints  between  Linden  and  South  Plain- 
field,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Vermont,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Supermarkets  General 
Corp.  located  at  Woodbridge,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  reqeusts  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.T. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  H)6),  filed 
Septwnber  21,  1977.  Applicant:  ACE 
LINES,  INC.,  4143  East  43rd  Street,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Fairbank,  1980  Fi¬ 
nancial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Flexible 
urethane  foam  (1)  from  Middleton,  Wis. 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  and  Missomi,  and  (2)  from 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  to  poitns  in  Illinois. 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  and  Wiscon- 
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sin,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Future  Foam,  Inc.  at  the 
origins  named  in  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  337),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  HER¬ 
MAN  BROS.  INC.,  2565  St.  Marys  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  189,  Omaha.  Nebr.  68101, 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Smith,  II,  2565  St.  Marys  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
material,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  facilities  of  CF  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Albany,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and  Illinois. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Neb. 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  112),  filed 
September  16,  1977.  Applicant:  BLUE 
RIDGE  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
13447,  Roanoke,  Va.  24034.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  E.  Bain,  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing  (1)  Incandescent  bulbs,  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  to  Newark,  N.J.:  and  (2) 
packaging  material,  for  commodities  in 
(1)  above  on  return. 

Note. — If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  or  Roanoke,  Va. 

No,  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  113),  filed 
September  16,  1977.  Applicant:  BLUE 
RIDGDE  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  13447,  Roanoke,  Va.  24034.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  E.  Bain 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Polyethylene  foam,  forms 
and  shapes,  from  Coldwater,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  New  Jersey,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit.  Mich., 
or  Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  66) .  filed  Sept. 
19,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  962  Greentree  Road,  Pitts- , 
bmgh.  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310  Grant 
Building.  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Refractories,  hot 
top  rings,  hot  top  slabs,  hot  topping 
compound,  brick,  hardware,  iron  or  steel 
fluxing  'or  purifying  compounds,  from 
the  piantsite  and  other  facilities  of 
Ferro  Engineering.  Division  of  C^lebay 
Norton  Co.,  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Michigan. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  78276  (Sub-No.  11).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1977.  Applicant:  MAZZEO  & 


SONS  EXPRESS,  a  corporation.  311 
South  River  St.,  Hackensack,  N.J.  07601. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wearing 
Apparel,  loose,  on  hangers,  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  wearing  apparel,  in 
cartons.  Between  Atlanta,  Ga.;  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.,  Hialeah  and  Orlando,  Fla., 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Spartanburg,  S.C., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

Noi’E. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  80289  (Sub-No.  14).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  RED  LINE 
FURNI'TURE  CARRIERS,  INC.,  826  Jer¬ 
sey  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  NJ’.  07302.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone.  N.J.  07934.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common, 
carrier,  in  interstate  ccanmerce,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  New  furni¬ 
ture  and  parts,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
and  its  Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts.  New  York, 
those  points  in  New  Jersey  north  of  New 
Jersey  Highway  33,  and  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  North  Carolina.  South  Carolina, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  West  Virginia, 
Maine,  Maryland,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York. 
N.Y.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  80289  (Sub-No.  15).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  REHD  LINE 
FURNITURE  CARRIERS,  INC.,  826  Jer¬ 
sey  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07302.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City. 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Furniture  and  furnishings  as  dealt 
in  by  retail  mail  order  houses,  from 
Greer,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Maine. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  147),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  WALES 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  W.  Hightower,  136 
Wynnewood  Professional.  Bldg.,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75224.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lift 
trucks,  and  parts,  attachments,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  for  lift  trucks  between  the 
plantsites  of  Allis-Chalmers  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Lexington, 
S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  151) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17744,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30316.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maurice  F.  Bishop,  601- 
09  Frank  Nelson  Building,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  Explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
Charlotte,  N.C.  and  Chicago,  Ill.:  From 
Charlotte,  N.C.  via  Interstate  Highway 
85  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  74 
near  Kings  Mountain,  N.C.;  thence  via 
UH.  Highway  74  to  Asheville,  N.C.; 
thence  via  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Knoxville,  Tenn.;  thence  via  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  thence 
via  Interstate  Highway  74  to  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Ind. ;  thence  via  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65  to  Gary,  Ind.;  thence  via  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  to  CJhicago,  HI.  and  re- 
um  over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  152) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21.  1977.  Applicant;  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17744,  Atlana,  Ga.  30316.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maurice  F.  Bisht^J,  601- 
09  Frank  Nelson  Building,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  (except  those  of  vm- 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  Explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Memphis,  Tenn.  and  Chicago,  Ill.:  From 
Memphis,  Tenn.  via  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  its  jimction  with  Inerstate  High¬ 
way  57  near  Sikeston,  Mo.;  thence  via 
Intersate  Highway  57  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  94  near  Cfiiicago,  HI.; 
thence  via  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Cfiii- 
cago.  Ill.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga., 
or  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  153) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17744,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30316.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maurice  F.  Bishop,  601- 
09  Frank  Nelson  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regmlar  routes,  transporting;  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  Explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis- 
si<xi,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  between 
Norfolk,  Virginia’  and  Elizabeth,  N.J.: 
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From  Norfolk,  Va.  via  U.S.  Highway  13 
to  its  Junction  with  UJ5.  Highway  130 
295;  thence  via  Interstate  Highway  295 
to  its  Jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  130 
near  Deepwater,  N.J.:  thence  via  U.S. 
Highway  130  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  1  near  New  Brunswick,  N.J.: 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Elizabeth, 
N.J.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Georgia  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  97850  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1977.  Applic&nt:  SOUTH 
FLORIDA  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  3355 
Northwest  41st  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  33142. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Norman  J. 
Bolinger,  1729  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32207.  Authority  sought  to  en¬ 
gage  in  operations,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
In  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment):  (l)  Between  Miami  and 
Otlando,  Florida,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  From  Miami  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  and/or  State  Road  AlA  to  Titus¬ 
ville,  thence  over  State  Road  405  to  its 
jimction  with  State  Road  50,  thence  over 
State  Road  50  to  Orlando,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  Between  Miami 
and  Orlando,  Fla.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  From  Miami  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  27  to  South  Bay,  thence  over  State 
Road  80  to  Belle  Glade,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  441  to  Orlando,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (3)  Between  South  Bay 
and  Orlando,  Fla.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  i>olnts.  FYom  South  Bay  over  U.S. 
Highway  27  and  27A  to  Haines  City, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  Orlando 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (4)  Be¬ 
tween  Miami  and  Tampa,  Fla.,  serving, 
all  Intermediate  points.  From  Miami  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Punta  Gorda,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  Bartow,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  98  to  Lakeland, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  92  to  Tampa 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (5)  Be¬ 
tween  Punta  Gorda  and  Tampa,  Fla., 
"over  U.S.  Highway  41  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  (6)  Between  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  41  and  State  Road 
29  near  Everglades,  Fla.,  and  Fort  Myers, 
Fla.,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

From  said  jimction  of  U.S.  Highway  41 
with  State  Road  29  over  State  Road  29 
to  its  junction  with  State  Road  82  thence 
over  State  Road  82  to  Fort  Myers  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (7)  Between 
Orlando  and  Tampa,  Fla.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  4  serving  no  Intermediate 
points;  (8)  Between  Miami  and  the 
junction  of  the  Sunshine  State  Parkway 
with  U.S.  Highway  17,  over  the  Sunshine 
State  Parkway,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only;  and  (9)  All 
other  points  In  Florida  <m  or  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  western  terminus 


of  Florida  Highway  60,  thence  easterly 
along  Florida  Highway  60  to  its  jimction 
with  Interstate  Highway  4,  thence 
easterly  along  Interstate  Highway  4  to 
its  junction  with  Florida  Highway  50, 
thence  easterly  along  Florida  Highway  50 
to  its  junction  with  Florida  Highway  405, 
thence  northeasterly  along  Florida  High¬ 
way  405  to.  its  junction  with  Florida 
Highway  402,  thence  easterly  along 
Florida  Highway  402  to  its  esustem  ter¬ 
minus  (except  those  points  in  Dade  and 
Monroe  Counties  on  U.S.  Highway  1  and 
Florida  Highway  27,  south  of  Miami) 
will  be  served  as  off -route  points. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  its  certificates  of  registration  to  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  and  to  remove  the  restriction  against 
interlining  with  motor  common  carriers  so  as 
to  render  service  on  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  points  in  Dade,  Broward,  and 
Palm  Beach  Clountles,  Flmida,  and  tacking 
with  any  authority  except  that  presently 
held  by  applicant.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Miami,  Fla.  Common  control  may  be 
Involved. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  302),  filed 
September  12,  1977.  Applicant;  McNAlR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71111. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joe  C.  Day, 
2040  N.  Loop  West,  Suite  208,  Houston, 
Tex.  77018.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  Liquid 
hydrochloric  {muriatic)  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
rubber-lined  tank  vehicles,  from  Norco, 
La.  to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed,  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex.  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  70),  filed 
September  21,  1977.  Applicant:  R.  L. 
JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  St.,  Evansville,  Ind.  47701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  F.  Sulli¬ 
van,  711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Elec¬ 
tric  switch  gear,  mounted  and  un¬ 
mounted,  and  related  panels  and  metal 
sections,  restricted  to  traflBc  requiring 
special  equipment  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight,  and  parts  and  accessories  of  such 
commodities  between  Severn,  Md.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Massa- 
chusets.  North  Carolina,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic  moving 
to  or  from  the  facilities  of  Powercon 
Corporation,  Severn,  Md. 

Note. — If  a  bearhig  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105461  (Sub-No.  96) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  HERR’S 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8, 
Quarryville,  Pa.  17566.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  R  Herr  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 


erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  ov^r  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Waste  paper,  pulpboard,  fibreboard, 
paperboard  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  distribution  of  the  above 
named  commodities  (excluding  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  (1)  between  the  plant 
sites  and  facilities  of  Sonoco  Products 
Company,  at  Amsterdam  and  Canan¬ 
daigua,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  Erie,  Warren,  McKean, 
Potter,  ’Tioga,  CTawford,  Mercer,  Venan¬ 
go,  Forest,  Elk,  Cameron,  Cambria,  Blair, 
Lycoming,  Lawrence,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Armstrong,  Clarion,  Indiana,  Jefferson, 
Clearfield,  Centre,  and  Clinton  Counties, 
Pennsylvania;  and  points  in  Ashtabula, 
Trumbull,  Mahoning,  Columbiana,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Carroll,  Stark,  Portage,  Geauga, 
Lake,  Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Wayne,  Me¬ 
dina  and  Lorain  Counties,  Ohio;  and  (2) 
between  the  facilities  of  Sonoco  Products 
Company,  at  Holyoke,  Mass,  and  points 
in  New  York  on  the  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  81. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa, 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  147),  filed 
September  16,  1977.  Applicant:  PARK- 
HILL  TRUCK  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  912,  (Bus.  Rt.  1-44  east) ,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801,  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  N.  Jacobs,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cooling 
towers,  cooling  tower  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories,  from  the  facilities  of  E.  D.  Good- 
fellow  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  Tulsa,  Okla., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
September  19,  1977,  Applicant:  PARK- 
HILL  ’TRUCTK  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  A.  N.  Jacobs,  P.O. 
Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  requires  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  handling  from  the  plant  site, 
warehouse,  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Rockcastle  Steel  Corporation  located  in 
Rockcastle  County,  Kentucky,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Hawaii  and 
Alaska). 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  or  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  253),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  Lincoln 
Highway  East  and  Meyer  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
988,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  L.  Harvey,  P.O. 
Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  In(L  46801.  An- 
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thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Subassemblies, 
parts,  components,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacturiog  of  computers  and 
computer  equipment  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  Proviso  (3)  Household 
Goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission  at 
49  CFR  1056.1,  (1)  Between  Maynard, 
Marlborough,  Natick,  Springfield,  West- 
field,  Westminster,  Mass.,  and  Nashua, 
Concord,  Salem,  N.H.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  Boulder,  Colorado 
Springs,  Fountain,  and  Rockriman,  Colo., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex., 
and  Mountain  View,  Calif.;  and,  (2)  Be¬ 
tween  Boulder,  Colorado  l^rings.  Foun¬ 
tain,  and  Rockriman,  Colo.,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and  Moun¬ 
tain  View,  Calif. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  l^earlng  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Boston, 
Mass,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  861),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PRE¬ 
FAB  TRANSIT  (X)..  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Farmer  City,  Ill.  61842.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Mack  Stephenson. 
42  Pox  Mill  Lane,  Springfield,  Ill.  62707. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Printed 
matter  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  distribution  of  printed  matter  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Hammond.  Ind.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  Ver¬ 
sailles,  Ky.;  Lexington,  Ky.;  Taunton. 
Mass.;  Chicago,  Ill.;  Ossining,  N.Y.;  and 
Nashville,  Tenn.  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  In  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  862),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  PRE¬ 
FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  connotation,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Farmer  City,  HI.  61842.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Mack  Stephenson, 
42  Fox  Mill  Lane,  Springfield.  U.  62707. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plywood,  from  Dar¬ 
lington,  S.C.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  In  Atlanta,  Ga. 

NO.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  863).  filed 
September  22, 1977.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
'TRANSIT  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
146,  Parmer  City.  Ill.  61842.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Mack  Stephenson,  42  Pox 
Mill  Lane,  Springfield,  HI.  62707.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Construction  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plant  site  of  The  Upco 
Company  at  or  near  Conyers,  Georgia,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio. 

MC  107460  (Sub-No.  73),  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1977.  AppUcant,  WILLIAM  Z. 
GETZ,  INC.,  3055  YeUow  Goose  Rd.. 
Lancaster,  Pa.  17601.  Applicant’s  repre- 
s^tative,  Donald  D.  Shipley  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Aluminum  and  aluminum  articles 
and  aluminum  products  (except  c(xn- 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  of 
the  Intalco  Aluminum  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Femdale,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  California;  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  used  in  the  manufacture  of  alu¬ 
minum,  aluminiun  articles  and  alumi¬ 
num  products,  from  points  in  California 
to  the  plantdte  of  Intalco  Aluminum 
Corporation,  located  at  or  near  Femdale, 
Wash.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  Intalco  Aluminum 
Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  either  at 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1107),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION.  3200 
Ruan  Center.  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des , 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Applicant  seeks  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Iowa  City,  Iowa 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  10515  (Sub-No.  1101),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  <X>..  INC., 
P.O.  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
3379  Peachtree  Rd..  NB.,  Suite  375,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transtiort- 
ing:  Candy  or  confectionery,  from  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Peter  Paid,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Frankfort, 
Logansport,  and  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma 
and  Louisiana. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  136436  (Sub-No. 
2)  and  other  subs,  therefore,  dual  operation 
may  be  Involved.  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  108119  (Sub-No.  68).  filed 
September  21,  1977.  Applicant:  E.  L. 
MURPHY  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  (a 
corporation),  P.O.  Box  43010,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55164.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000  Ph^t  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
TJton  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Iron  and 
steel  articles  and  wire  products,  from 
K^t,  Washington;  City  of  Commerce, 
City  of  Industry,  Hayward  and  River¬ 
side,  Calif,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles  or  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

NO.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  69),  filed 
September  22.  1977.  Applicant:  MOSS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  3027  N. 
Tryon  St.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
28208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
ton  E.  Kiel.  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York.  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (f)  Insulated  and  jacketed 
pipe  and  tubing  and  (2)  parts,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  insulated  and  jacketed  pipe 
and  tubing  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
when  moving  in  the  same  shipment  with 
(1)  above,  from  the  facilities  of  Ric- 
Wil,  Incorporated.  Baton  Rouge  Mfg. 
Company,  and  Durant  Insulated  Pipe 
Company,  at  or  near  Prairieville,  Louisi¬ 
ana  to  points  in  the  United  State*  in  and 
east  of  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Hlinois,  and  the  lower  peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins. 

Note. — Common  control  may  bfe  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108375  (Sub-No.  38) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  LeROY  L. 
WADE  &  SON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  27053, 
10550  “I”  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arnold  L. 
Burke.  180  North  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago, 
HI.  60601.  Authority  sought  to  oj>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Steel 
sheets,  coils,  channels,  iron  or  steel,  from 
Nebraska  City,  Nebr.  to  Deshler,  Nebr. 
(Restricted  to  traffic  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  movement  by  water) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  108392  (Sub-No.  5)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  July  1, 1977,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  Augtist  25. 
1977,  and  republished,  as  amended,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  DISTRIBUTORS 

SERVICE  COMPANY,  INC.,  30  Edge- 
wood  Park  Dr.,  Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 
26101.  Applicant’s  representative;  John 

M.  Friedman,  2930  Putnam  Ave.,  Hurri¬ 
cane,  W.  Va.  25526.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  Beer  and  malt  beverages,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Miller 
Brewing  Company  at  South  Volney, 

N. Y.;  Eden,  N.C.  and  Pabst,  Ga.,  to  Park¬ 
ersburg,  W.  Va. 
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Note. — »  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Charleston. 

W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon  is 
to  amend  the  requested  authority  by  delet¬ 
ing  service  from  FMlton,  N.Y.  and  reflecting 
•service  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Miller 
Brewing  Company  at  South  Volney,  N.Y. 

MC  109124  (Sub-No.  35),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  SENTLE 
truc:king  corporation.  P.O.  box 

7850,  Toledo,  Ohio  43619.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  M.  Buileh,  100 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Slag,  granulated, 
in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  H.B.  Reed  &  Company,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Cresap,  West  Virginia, 
to  the  plantsite  of  CertainTeed  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  at  or  near  Avery,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Col\imbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  109724  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  Paul  J. 
Schmit,  d.b.a.  PAUL  J.  SCHMTT 
TRUCKING,  1480  Springdale  Rd.,  Wau¬ 
kesha,  Wis.  53186.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Dineen,  710  North 
Plankinton  Ave.,  Suite  412,  Empire  Bldg., 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand  in  bulk  from  Marinette,  Wis., 
to  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Lake  Shore  Sand  &  Stone  Division 
of  Construction  Aggregates  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  at  Milwaukee 
or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  209),  filed 
September  19,  1977,  Applicant:  COLD¬ 
WAY  FCXDD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
747,  St.  Route  29  North,  Sidney,  Ohio 
45365.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
M.  Scanlan,  111  West  Washington  St., 
Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Compressed  fireplace  logs  and  re¬ 
lated  advertising  materials  and  display 
racks  in  mixed  loads  with  compressed 
fireplace  logs,  from  Suffolk,  Va.,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota 
and  Colorado. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110683  (Sub-No.  122),  filed 
September  21,  1977.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  Post  Office 
Box  1000,  Staunton,  Va.  24401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  N.  Willess, 
1000  Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 


commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  .  Serving  Madison,  Indiana,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  existing  regular  route  authority 
between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky, 

Note. — ^No  new  service  points  or  territories 
are  sought  in  this  application.  Pursuant  to 
certiflcate  of  Public  (Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity  Issued  in  Docket  No.  110683  (Sub-No.  84), 
Smith's  Transfer  Corp.  Is  authorized  to  pro¬ 
vide  service  to  and  from  Madison,  Ind.  The 
purpose  of  this  application  is  to  remove  the 
present  requirement  that  traffic  shipped  to 
or  from  Madison,  Ind.,  move  via  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  or  Virginia.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  in  Lolusville,  Ky.,  or  Washington, 
D.C.  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  350),  filed 
September  19, 1977.  Applicant:  Schneider 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  4321 W.  College  Avenue, 
Appleton,  Wis.  54911.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  C.  Schneider  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport 
ing:  Cupric  chloride,  in  rubber-lined 
tanks,  from  Huntsville,  Ala.;  Greeneville, 
Tenn.;  Fayetteville,  Ark.;  and  Kokomo 
and  Vincennes,  Ind.,  to  Union,  HI.,  and 
Elyria,  Ohio. 

Note. — Osmmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub  No.  503),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant;  GROEN- 
DYKE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2510  Rock 
Island  Boulevard,  Post  Office  Box  632, 
Enid,  Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Petroleum  treating  compounds,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Sand  Springs, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111496  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORPORATION,  Suite  2900,  1100  Milam 
Building,  Houston,  Tex.  77002,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  E.  Stephen  Hels- 
ley.  Suite  806,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  by  applicant  to  operate  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  of  Oxirane  Chemical 
Co.,  at  or  near  CThanneMew,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary.  It 
Is  requested  at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No,  427),  filed 
September  12,  1977.  BRAY  LINES,  INC., 
1401  N.  Little  Street,  P.O.  Box  1191, 
Cushing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  D.  Midklff  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Candy  or  confectionery,  from  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Peter  Paul,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Frankfort, 
Logansport,  and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.,  or  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

No,  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  311),  filed 
September  12,  1977.  Applicant:  ELLS¬ 
WORTH  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  310 
East  Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Milton  D. 
Adams,  1105^  Eighth  Avenue  NE.,  P.O. 
Box  429,  Austin,  Minn.  55912.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Paper,  and  Paper  prod- 
ucts,  and  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  utilized  in  the  manufacture  there¬ 
of  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
the  International  Paper  Co.  at  or  near 
Jay  and  Livermore  Falls,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Geoi^ia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Elansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mary¬ 
land,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  District  of  Columbia, 
points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of  In¬ 
terstate  81.  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  81  and  83  and  Emigsville, 
Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub-No.  85),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant;  GRA- 
BELL  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  679  Lincoln 
Avenue,  Holland,  Mich.  49423.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  WUhelmina  Boer- 
sma,  1600  First  Federal  Building,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Canned  evaporated  milk,  from 
Maysville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  230),  filed 
September  12, 1977.  Applicant:  INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR  LINES,  INC.,  Riggin 
Road,  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind.  47305.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Daniel  C.  Sulli¬ 
van,  10  South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  foodstuffs  In  mechani¬ 
cally  refrigerated  trailers  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) .  from  Fulton,  Oswego, 
and  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 
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Note. — ^If  a  hearing  te  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  New 
York  City,  N.Y. 

Docket  No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  248), 
filed  September  16,  1977.  Applicant: 
O’BOYLE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
30006,  Washngton,  D.C.  20014.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Representative:  William  P.  Sul¬ 
livan,  Federal  Bar  Building  West,  Suite 
1030,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to  op?rate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes  transporting:  Fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  anhy¬ 
drous  ammonia,  urea  and  soda  ash.  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Richmond  County, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  South  Carolina,  North 
Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Kentucky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  In  Washington, 
D.O. 

MC  113855  (Sub-No.  387),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
lon  Road  8E.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  transporting:  Ma¬ 
terial  handling  equipment  and  parts  for 
material  handling  equipment,  from  Bat¬ 
tle  Creek,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Utah,  Arizona,  Nevada,  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  480),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant;  TRANS¬ 
COLD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228, 
Dallas/Fort  Worth  Airport,  Tex.  75261. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  B.  Stuart 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpOTting :  Canned  food  products 
from  Napoleon,  Ohio,  to  Paris,  Tex. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  114211  (8ub-No.  319),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant;  Warren 
Transport,  Inc.,  324  Manhard  Street, 
P.O.  Box  420,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Daniel  C.  Sul¬ 
livan,  10  South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Air  pollution,  heating  and 
cooling  equipment,  and  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories  for  the  above  commodities,  frmn 
the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  the  Puller 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Houston,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  west 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requeets  It  be  held  at  either  Hous¬ 
ton  or  Dallas,  Tex. 


MC  114273  (Sub-No.  298),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68.  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  L. 
Core  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrer,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the.  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  109 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  plan- 
site  and  facilities  of  Illini  Beef  Packers 
at  Joslin,  HI.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  he  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  serving  sup¬ 
porting  shipper  to  points  in  twelve  states 
in  its  Sub  83.  ’The  purpose  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  add  New  Jersey  as  an  ad¬ 
ditional  destination  State. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  331),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY  (a  corporation), 
2102  University  Avenue.  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills,  2102  University  Avenue,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55114.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sugar  from  Moorhead,  East  Grand 
Forks,  Chaska,  Crookston,  Minneapolis, 
and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Ohio,  Missouri,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No. .  363) .  filed 
September  21,  1977.  Applicant;  BANK¬ 
ERS  DISPATCH  CORP.,  1106  West  35th 
St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60609.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Warren  W.  Wallin  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Exposed  and  processed  film  and 
prints,  complimentary  replacement  film 
and  incidental  delaer  handling  supplies 
(except  motion  picture  film  and  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  connection 
with  commercial  and  television  motion 
pictures),  between  Sedgwick  County, 
Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  oth¬ 
er,  Muskogee,  Tulsa,  Ottawa,  Wagoner, 
Washington,  and  Osage  Counties,  Okla., 
and  between  points  in  Wyandotte 
County,  Kans.,  on  Uie  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Baxter,  Benton, 
Boone,  Carroll,  Cleburne,  Conway, 
Faulkner,  Franklin,  Pulton,  Izard,  John¬ 
son,  Logan,  Madison,  Newton,  Perry, 
Pope,  Pulaski,  Saline,  Scott,  Sebastian, 
Searcy,  Stone,  Van  Buren,  Washington 
and  Yell  Counties,  Ark.;  and  points  in 
Adair,  Cherokee,  Craig,  Creek,  Delaware, 
Garfield,  Grant,  Hughes,  Kay,  Ktog- 
fisher,  Lincoln,  Mayes,  McIntosh,  Musko¬ 
gee,  Noble,  Nowata,  Okmulgee,  Okfuskee, 
Osage,  Pawnee,  Payne,  Pottawatomie, 
Rogers,  Sequoyah,  Seminole,  Wagoner, 
and  Washington  Counties,  Okla. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  api^lcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  128616  and  other  sub- 
numbers  thereund^,  therefore,  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  114939  (Sub-No.  47) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BULK  CAR¬ 
RIERS  LIMITED,  Box  10,  Cooksville  Post 
Office,  Mississauga,  Ontario,  Canada  L5A 
2W7.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
D.  Schuler,  100  West  Long  Lake  Road, 
Suite  102,  Bloomfield  HUls,  Mich.  48103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  .transporting;  (1)  Chemicals  in 
bulk,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the  in¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Minnesota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  points  in  the  Upper  Penhi- 
sula  of  Michigan,  Minnesota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin:  and  (2)  Chemicals  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boimdary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  on  the  St.  Marys 
River  in  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  points  in  Minnesota 
and  Wisconsin;  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined 
to  points  in  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  241),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  J  &  M 
Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  488, 
Milledgeville,  Ga.,  31061.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  routes  transporting :  ( 1 ) 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
plantsites  of  International  Paper  Co.  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Mobile,  Ala.  and  Moss 
Point,  Miss,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas;  (2)  Materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska.  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,'  and  Texas,  to  the  plantsites 
of  International  Paper  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Mobile,  Alabama,  and  Moss  Point, 
Miss. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  or  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  115651  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember,  23.  1977.  Applicant:  KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7222  Cun¬ 
ningham  Road,  Chicago,  Ill.  61102.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought 
by  applicant  to.(^rate  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Paint  and  paint  materials, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the  Coat¬ 
ings  and  Resins  Division,  SCM  Corp., 
located  in  the  Chicago,  HI.,  commercial 
zone,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
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Minnesota,  Missouri.  Ohio,  and  Wlscon> 
sin. 

Notx. — Common  control  may  be  Inrolved. 

It  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  t^pllcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115651  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  KANK5f 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7222 
ningham  Road,  Rockford,  ni.  61102.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Helsley,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20001.  Authority 
sought  by  applicant  to  operate  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  National 
Starch  &  Chemical  Ccmd.  at  or  near  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  to  points  in  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  commcn  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary  applicant  requests  that  hearing  be 
held  in  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115730  (Sub-No.  37),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  THE 
MIC:!KOW  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50306.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Cecil  L.  (joettsch,  1100  Des 
Moines  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  (1)  between  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  Idaho  Palls,  Pocatello,  and 
Boise,  Idaho,  Denver,  Colo.,  Chicago,  HI., 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  Davenport,  Iowa,  and  Al¬ 
buquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and  (2)  between 
points  named  in  part  (1)  above,  on  the 
(me  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Colorado, 
and  Nebraska. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
iq>pliaant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117068  (Sub-No.  84),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
SPECIALIZED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6418,  North  Highway  63. 
Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711  Wash¬ 
ington  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  ^0005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  compres¬ 
sors  from  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  (b)  back- 
hoes  from  Erie,  Pa.,  and  (c)  compactors 
from  points  in  Sussex  County,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wisconsin. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  654),  filed 
September  22,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  L.  M.  McLean 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  of  Inland 
Storage  Distribution  Center,  located  at 
Kansas  City,  Kansas  to  points  in  Hlinols, 
Indiana  and  Ohio. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  tt  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117303  (Sub-No.  12) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Appliccmt:  HUDSON 
VALLEY  CEMENT  LINES,  INC.,  Box 
203,  Claverack,  N.T.  12513.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Martin  Werner,  888  Sev¬ 
enth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  from  Cat- 
skill  (Greene  County),  N.Y..  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rh(xle  Island,  and 
Vermont. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  New 
York  or  Albany,  N.T. 

No.  MC  117439  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BULK 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  5500  noiida  Boule¬ 
vard,  P.O.  Box  1429,  Baton  Rouge,  La. 
70821.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
Schwab,  617  North  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box 
3036,  Baton  Rouge,  La.  70821.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Drilling  mud.  In  bulk  and 
in  bags,  from  points  In  Louisiana  to 
points  in  Mississippi,  Alabama.  Georgia, 
and  Florida. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans,  La.  or 
Hoiiston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  267),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  S.E.  20th 
Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dewey  Marselle 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  (K)m- 
mcxlities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of 
or  utilized  by  Vlasic  Fcxxls,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Bridgeport,  Detroit,  and  Imlay 
City,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  those  in  Hlinols  located  in  the 
Davenport,  Iowa-Rock  Island  and  Mo¬ 
line,  HI.,  commercial  zone,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  trafllc  originating 
at  the  above  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  or  CHiicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  233),  filed 
September  21,  1977.  Applicamt:  NA¬ 
TIONWIDE  CARRIERS,  INC..  P.O.  Box 
104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Allan  Timmer¬ 
man,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn. 
55359.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCXl  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  plant  site  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Swift  &  Company  Icxiated  at  or 


near  Grand  Island  and  Omaha,  Nebr.; 
Des  Moines,  Glenwood,  Marshalltown, 
and  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  plant  sites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Swift  &  Company  at  named 
origins  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
named  destination  states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
ni. 

No.  MC  118535  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  TIONA 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Ill  So.  Prospect, 
Butler,  Mo.  64730.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Jim  ’Tiona,  Jr.,  Ill  So.  Prospect, 
Butler,  Mo.  64730.  Applicant’s  represent- 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
Ing:  Fly  Ash.  from  the  plant  site  or  fa¬ 
cilities  utiliz^  by  The  Kansas  Power  and 
Light  Co.  located  at  or  near  Tecumseh 
and  St.  Marys,  Kans.  to  pioints  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Oklahoma,  Missouri, 
anil  Nebraska. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
C:ity,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118696  (Sub-No.  9).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  FERREE 
FURNITURE  EXPRESS,  INC.,  252  Wild¬ 
wood  Road,  Hammond,  Ind.  46324.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  €0603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Carpet  padding  and 
mattress  cares  from  I^rion,  Ind.  to 
points  in  Georgia,  Ohio,  Kentucky. 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Mlssoinl,  New 
Yort  Connecticut,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  119160  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
September  16,  1977.  Appli(»nt:  H.  E. 
SPANN  AND  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1111, 
Highway  67  East,  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 
75455.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
D.  Angenend,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Austin,  Tex. 
78768.  Authority  is  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  oyer 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fire 
brick,  fire  clay,  furnace  or  kiln  lining, 
refractory  products  and  commodities  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  installation  thereof  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles)  ;  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  production  of 
fire  brick,  fire  clay,  furnace  or  kiln  lin¬ 
ing,  refractory  products  and  commcxii- 
ties  incidental  to  the  installation  thereof 
(except  comm(xlities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  between  points  in  Hopkins 
County,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dalla.s, 
Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  84),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  GREEN 
FULD  ’TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3225 
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Fifth  Avenue  South,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 
50501.  Applicant’s  representative;  D.  L. 
Robson.  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 
50501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and, 
articles  distributed  by  mec'  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  descrip¬ 
tions  in  motor  carrier  certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  86) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  GREEN 
FIELD  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3225 
Fifth  Avenue  South,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 
50501.  Applicant’s  representative:  D.  L. 
Robson,  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 
50501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregtilar  routes,  transporting:  Food, 
food  products,  and  food  ingredients  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plant  and  storage 
facilities  of  Archer  Daniels  Midland  Co., 
located  at  Decatur,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  119765  (Sub-No.  46) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1977.  Applicant:  EIGHT  WAY 
XPRESS.  INC.,  5402  South  27th  Street,- 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  ;  Arlyn  L.  Westergren,  Suite  530 
Univac  Bmlding,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products.  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  “66  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
&  Company  plants  located  at/or  near 
Grand  Island  and  Omaha,  Nebr.;  Des 
Moines,  Glenwood,  Marshalltown  and 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee:  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  named 
destination  states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  119792  (Sub-No.  66) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  CHICAGO 
SOUTHERN  ’TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
a  corporation,  3600  South  Western  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60609.  Applicant’s  regr 
resentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motOT  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  and  unfro¬ 
zen  juice  and  concentrate  products  (ex¬ 


cept  commodities  in  bulk)  from  Dade 
City.  Wa.  to  points  in  Michigan,  ^nsas, 
Kentucky,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ohio, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Tampa, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  119792  (Sub-No.  67) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  CHICAGO 
SOUTHERN  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
a  corporation,  3600  South  Western  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
rou+ec.  trsin<!norting  (1>  Foodstuffs  and 
food  ingredients  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  from  Pond  du  Lac.  Milwaukee  and 
Pdoit  and  nolnts  in  Kenosha  Countv, 
Wis.  and  Hebron,  Ill.  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kentucky,  and  Virginia;  (2) 
Fno^atnffs  and  food  ingredients  (except 
(^mmodities  in  bulk>  and  curio  and  aift 
shon  items,  premiums,  toys  and  display 
material,  whf'n  moving  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  foodstuffs  and  food  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  Monroe,  Wis.  to  noints  in, 
Arkansas,  Kentucky,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  369),  filed 
Sentemher  19.  1977.  Applicant:  ’DIA¬ 
MOND  TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  5021 — 21st  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
1557,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  C.  Gartzke,  121  West 
Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bus  seats,  from 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to  Woodlawn,  Tex. 

Note. — a  hearin<?  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  either  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123255  (Sub-No.  123),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant:  B  &  L 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  140  Everett 
Avenue,  Newark,  Ohio  43055.  Applicant’s 
representative :  C.  P.  Schnee,  Jr.,  140  Ev¬ 
erett  Avenue,  Newark,  Ohio  43055.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting.  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Battle  Creek, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  the  States  of  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  those  in  that  part  of  Iowa 
within  10  miles  of  the  lowa-Illinois  State 
line,  those  in  that  part  of  Missouri  with¬ 
in  10  miles  of  the  Missouri-Illinois  State 
line,  including  points  in  St.  Louis  Coun¬ 
ty,  Mo.,  those  in  that  part  of  Kentucky 
within  10  miles  of  the  Kentucky-Hlinois 
State  line,  the  Kentucky -Indiana  Stat^ 
line,  and  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line, 
including  points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ky., 
those  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  with¬ 
in  10  miles  of  the  West  Virginia-Ohio 
State  line,  including  points  in  Hancock, 
Brook,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  and 
those  in  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Butler,  Law¬ 
rence,  Mercer,  and  Washington  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  and  Jeannette,  Greensburg, 


Schenley,  and  South  Connellsville,  and 
Penn,  Pa.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
of  Jeannette,  Greensburg,  Schenley, 
South  Connellsville,  and  Penn,  Pa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  123379  (Sub-No.  11) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977,  Applicant:  BRUBAKER 
’TRANSFER,  INC.,  103  North  Major 
Street,  Eureka,  Ill.  61530.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Samuel  G.  Harrod,  Eu¬ 
reka  Professional  Building,  107  East 
Eureka  Avenue,  Eureka,  Ill.  61530.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  display  cases 
and  store  fixtures,  in  mixed  loads  of 
packaged  and  unpackaged  goods,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Cedar  City  Products  Co., 
a  subsidiary  of  the  Metamora  Co.,  at 
Cedar  Cfity,  Utah,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado.  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wyoming,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Cedar  City  Pr<xlucts  Co., 
a  subsidiary  of  the  Metamora  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Crhlcago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  747),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHWERMAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  611  South  28  Street,  Milwaukee, 
Wise.  53215.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  H.  Prevette,  P.O.  Box  1601,  Mil- 
v'aukee,  Wis.  53201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Cement,  in  bulk,  in  tank  veliicles, 
from  points  in  Massachusetts,  to  points 
in  New  York,  New  Jersey  an(l  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appiicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  124247  (Sub-No.  17) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  DAN  LOD- 
ESKY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  236, 
Gurnee,  Ill  60031.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  (1)  Construc¬ 
tion  materials;  and  (2)  cement  and  as¬ 
bestos  products  and  insulating  materials, 
from  the  plant  sites  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Johns-Manville  Sales  Corp., 
and  Johns-Manville  Perlite  Corp.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Waukegan  and  Rockdale,  Ill., 
to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  and  (B)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  products  listed 
in  (A)  above,  from  points  in  Hlinois,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Wisconsine,  to  the  plant  sites 
and  wardiouse  facilities  of  Johns-Man¬ 
ville  Sales  Corp.,  and  Johns-Manville 
Perlite  Corp.,  located  at  Waukegan  and 
Rockdale,  HI. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoes-sary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 
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No.  MC  124266  (Sub-No.  3).  filed: 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  NELSON 
GWILLIM,  R.R.  No.  2,  Box  144,  Carlin- 
ville.  Ill.  62626.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  T  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Build¬ 
ing  Springfield,  HI.  62701.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from  the 
facilities  of  Falstaff  Brewing  Co.,  at  Ft. 
Wayne,  Ind.,  to  Carlinville,  Lincoln,  and 
Springfield,  Ill.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Starr  Bros.,  Inc., 
located  at  Carlinville,  HI. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  or  Springfield,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124341  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant;  LAWRENCE 
LAWYER.  757  North  Indiana  Street, 
Mooresville,  Indiana  46158.  Applicant's 
representative;  Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1009 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal,  from  points  in  Kentucky,  Hlinois, 
Ohio,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia,  to  (1)  the  plantsite  of  General 
Shale  Products  of  Indiana,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Mooresville,  Ind.,  and  (2)  the 
plantside  of  Hydraulic  Press  Brick  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Brooklyn,  Ind.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Restricted  to  service  performed 
pursuant  to  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  General  Shale  Products 
of  Indiana,  Inc.,  and  Hydraulic  Press 
Brick  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neeess.iry, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  71) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1977.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  116  Allied 
Road,  Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945 
South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  metal 
working  press,  metal  drawing  press,  met¬ 
al  rolling  machinery,  machine  parts, 
wrought  castings  and  weldings  and  gear 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  of  the  items  above,  be¬ 
tween  Salem,  Ohio  and  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  a  non-radial  movement.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  or  destined 
to  the  plant  and  facilities  of  Gulf  & 
Western  Manufacturing  Co., — E.  W.  Bliss 
Division,  Salem,  Ohio. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.  or 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  75) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  116  Allied 
Road,  Stroud,  Okla.  74979.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  J,  Lister,  1945 
South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  mate¬ 
rial  handling  equipment  and  parts  and 


accessories  for  material  handling  equip¬ 
ment,  fr(»n  Crystal  Lake.  HI.  and  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Houston,  Tex., 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  125368  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  CXINTINEN- 
TAL  COAST  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  26,  Holly  Ridge,  N.C.  28445.  Appli- 
cant;s  representative:  C.  W.  Fletcher 
(same  address) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  renort  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
&  Co.  plants  located  at/or  near  Omaha, 
Nebraska:  Glenwood,  Sioux  City,  Des 
Moines,  and  Marshalltown,  Iowa  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina;  and 
(2)  from  Grand  Island,  Nebraska  to 
points  in  Alabama. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  125133  (Sub  No.  126),  filed 
Sept.  23,  1977.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK 
LINE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Applicant’s  representative;  David 
J.  Lister  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting  Metal  scrap, 
crushed  or  shredded  automobile  bodies 
and  scrap  wet  batteries,  from  points  in 
Salt  Lake  City,  Weber,  and  Utah  Coun¬ 
ties,  Utah;  to  El  Paso,  and  Tyler,  Tex.; 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  its  Commercial  Zone; 
those  points  in  St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  Arkansas,  California,  Oregon, 
and  Washington.  Restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  plantsites  and  ship¬ 
ping  faciUties  of  Pepper’s  Allied  Metal 
Co.  and  Learner  Pepper  Co.,  and  further 
restricted  against  shipments  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  further  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  oilfield 
commodities  as  defined  in  Mercer-Ex¬ 
tension-Oilfield  Commodity,  74  M.C.C. 
459 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
d<ves  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  126539  (Sub-No.  33),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  KATUIN 
BROS.  INC.,  102  Terminal  Street,  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Carl  E.  Munson,  469  Fischer 
Building,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials,  in  bulk.  From  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  CF  Industries  Inc.,  at  or  near 


Albany,  HI.,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract  au¬ 
thority  In  No.  MC  129135  (Sub-No.  2) ,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill.,  cr 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128051  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1977.  Applicant:  MAKAR 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  48  South  Jefferson 
Rd.,  Whippany,  N.J.  07981.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Nathaniel  H.  Yohalem, 
Sutton  Metropark,  Woodbridge,  N.J. 
07095.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Wood 
products,  particleboard,  aspenite  and 
railroad  ties  between  points  in  New 
Jersey  and  New  York  v/ithin  fifty  (50) 
miles  of  Hackensack,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Elden  Corban 
(same  ad(iress  as  applicant) .  Authtwity 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrie", 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  route.s, 
transporting;  Toys  and  games  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  vehicles  and  parts  thereof,  from 
the  niantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
the  Louis  Marx  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Girard,  Pa.;  Glendale,  W.  Va.;  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  Wisconsin,  Hlinois, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  and  Alabama  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^^f  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  266),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Elden  Corban 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  rout's, 
transporting;  Charcoal,  charcoal  bri¬ 
quettes.  hickory  chips  and  charcoal 
lighter  fluid  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  Dickinson,  N.  Dak.,  to  points 
in  Montana,  Wyoming,  Utah,  Arizona, 
Nevada,  California,  Oregon,  Idaho,  and 
Wa.shington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128279  (Sub-No.  28) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  ARROW 
FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  25125, 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Olif  Q.  Boyd  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles  (except  those 
described  in  Mercer  Extension — Oil  Field 
Commodities,  74  M.C.C.  459),  between 
points  in  El  Paso  Coimty,  Tex.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico. 
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Non. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Albuquerque. 
N.  Mex.,  or  El  Paso,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  91) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  GANGLOPP 
&  DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind. 
46947.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  W.  Beinhauer,  Suite  1573,  One 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
processed  foods,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Orchard 
Hill  Parms  located  at  or  near  Red  Hook, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  above  named  plantsite  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  named  destination 
stat^. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  190),  filed 
September  19,  1977,  Applicant:  SCHAN- 
NO  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting 
malt  beverages,  and  advertising  ma¬ 
terials,  premiums  and  malt  beverage  dis¬ 
pensing  equipment  when  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
malt  beverages  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Houston,  Tex.  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  NorUi  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin.  Restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  134574  (Sub-No.  20).  filed 
September  15,  1977.  Applicant:  FIGOL 
DISTRIBUTORS  LIMITED.  11233  156 
Street,  Edmonton,  Alberta,  Canada  T5M 
1Y2.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  S.  Mandelson,  1600  Lincoln  Center 
Building,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  80264.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Nickel,  in  drums,  from  Ports  of  Entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  Line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  in  Montana,  Idaho,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  to  points  in  Washington.  Oregon, 
and  California.  (Restriction:  Restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  in  the  Province  of  Alberta,  Canada) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary.  Applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  in  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

No.  MC  135082  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

BURSCH  TRUCKING,  INC.  doing  busi¬ 


ness  as  ROADRUNNER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  26748,  415  Rankin  Road 
N.E.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87125.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Randall  R. 
Sain  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts  from  Prescott,  Ariz.  to  points  in 
California,  Colorado,  Oklahoma,  Neva¬ 
da,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and  Utah;  and 
(2)  Lumber  mill  products  from  New 
Mexico  to  Arizona,  California,  and 
Nevada. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  115524  (Sub-No.  2)  and 
sub -numbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  Involved.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  135283  (Sub-No.  27)  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  GRAND 
ISLAND  MOVING  &  STORAGE  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2122,  432  S.  Stuhr  Rd., 
Grand  Island,  Nebr.  68801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  521 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
&  Company,  located  at  or  near  Grand 
Island  and  Omaha,  Nebr.;  and  Des 
Moines,  Glenwood,  Marshalltown,  and 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Grand  Island,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  135452  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  John  R. 
Shearon  and  Fred  D.  Shearon,  individ¬ 
uals,  d.b.a.  SHEARON  TRUCKING,  P.O. 
Box  387,  Ashland  City,  Tenn.  37015.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Roland  M. 
Lowell,  618  United  American  Bank  Bldg., 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Liquified  propane  gas  from  Bien- 
ville  County,  La.,  Pemiscot  County,  Mo., 
and  Memphis,  Lebanon  and  Columbia, 
Tenn.  to  Ashland  City,  Tenn.,  (2)  Water 
heaters  from  Ashland  City,  Tenn.  to  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  North 
Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Virginia  and  West 
Virginia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  State  Industries,  Inc., 
Ashland  City,  Tenn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  135861  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  LISA 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4550, 


Port  Worth,  Tex.  76106.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  P.O.  Box 
9093,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76107.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery,  chocolate, 
chocolate  products,  flavoring  syrup, 
cocoa,  and  cocoa  butter,  from  Derry 
Tovmship,  Dauphine  County,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  under  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Hershey  Foods  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Hershey,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas  or 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136343  (Sub-No.  119),  filed 
September  23,  1977.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  355, 
Milton,  Pa.  17847rApplicants  representa¬ 
tive:  (jeorge  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  N.J.  07934.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  (1)  Central  heating  units, 
central  air  conditioning  units,  furnaces, 
air  coolers,  water  evaporators,  condensing 
units,  compressors,  electric  motors,  parts, 
equipment  and  supplies,  from  Milledge- 
viUe,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois, 
Indian,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  Parts,  equipment  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
of  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  to  MilledgeviUe,  Ga., 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Rheem  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  located  at  Milledge- 
ville,  Ga. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  44) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC., 
d.b.a.  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  37412. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn.  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.  37412.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Carpet,  carpeting  and  yarn  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Berven  Carpets  Corp.,  Berven 
Rug  Mills,  and  Varidye  Corp.  located  at 
or  near  Fresno,  Calif.,  to  Ridgefield  Park, 
N.J.;  Franklin  Park,  Ill.;  Roseville, 
Mich.;  Houston,  Tex.;  Phoenix,  Ariz.; 
and  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  (2)  Equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  man- 
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ufacture,  production  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  and 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia,  to  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Berven  Carpets  Corp.,  Berven 
Rug  Mills  and  Varidye  Corp.  at  or  near 
Fresno,  Calif.,  and  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  c.rrrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  134160  Sub-No.  2  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  Common  control  may 
also  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary.  applicant  requests  it  be  he’d  at  either 
San  Francisco  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  1383C8  Sub-No.  33) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Apolicant:  KLM,  INC., 
2102  Old  Brandon  Rd,  P.O.  Box  6098, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39208.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  B.  Morrison,  1500  De¬ 
posit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22^28, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wiring  devices  and  electrical  and 
lighting  equipment  (except  commodities 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  from  the 
facilities  of  Union  Insulating  Co.,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.  to  points  in 
Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
authority  in  No.  MC  128592  and  subnumbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  application  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138308  •  Sub-No.  43) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Ani  l  crrt:  KLM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6098,  Jackson,  Miss.  39025.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Donald  B.  Mor¬ 
rison,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  de¬ 
partment  and  variety  stores  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Connecticut,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey,  Oklahoma, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  to  the  facilities 
of  W.  E.  Walker,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Columbia,  Miss,  a  d  ;  •iboll,  Tex.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  originating  in  the 
above-named  states,  and  destined  to  the 
above -specified  points. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  128592,  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson,  Miss, 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138350  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  Franklin  O. 
Davis,  d.b.a.  W  rrr  plains  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  Box  97,  White  Plains,  Md. 
20695.  Applicant’s  representative:  Theo¬ 
dore  Polydoroff,  1250  Connecticut  Ave. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
is  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of  Malt  beverages, 
from  Eden,  N.C.  to  Upper  Marlboro,  Md., 


under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Buck  Distributing  Co.,  Inc, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  In  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

MC  138360  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PRESTON 

DOBBS,  d.b.a.  PRESTON  DOBBS 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  P.O.  Box  11,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Miss.  79746.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  L.  Martin,  1700  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  and  empty  trailers,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  in  trailer-on-flatcar 
service,  between  West  Point,  Missis^^ippi 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Chickasaw,  Clay,  Lowndes,  Monroe, 
and  Oktibbeha  Counties,  Mississippi. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Jack- 
son,  Mississippi. 

No.  MC  138621  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  MOUW 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  307  Maple 
Drive,  Sibley,  Iowa  51249.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Samuel  Rubenstein.  301 
North  Fifth  Street.  Minneapolis.  Minn. 
55403.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transportation  of; 
Cheese,  from  Blair,  Wis.,  Portage,  Wis., 
and  Parkston,  S.  Dak  ;  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Nevada.  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas  and  Utah,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Associated  Milk  Producers,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  140205,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  138777  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant;  FETZ,  INC., 
Suite  130,  5859  New  Peachtree  Road, 
Doraville,  Ga.  30340.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Guy  H.  Postell,  Suite  713, 
3384  Peachtree  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Fertil¬ 
izer  and  fertilizer  materials,  urea  and 
soda  ash,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Rich¬ 
mond  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Tennessee,  and  Kentucky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  270),  filed 
September  19,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal  Kans. 
67901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fenwick  Lane, 
Suite  500,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Drugs,  medicines, 
and  chemicals,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Elkhart,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and 
Pennsylvania;  and  (2)  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Dayton,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Massachusetts,  Missouri,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  New  York,  Oregon,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington 
Note.— If  a  hcaflng  is  deemed  nece  surv. 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  W’aMi- 
Ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140053  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  TRK 

TRANS,  INC.,  8301  Florence  Avenue, 
Suite  205,  Downey,  Calif,  90240.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Milton  W.  Flack, 
4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90010.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Fireplaces,  barbecues, 

grills,  and  ventilators,  and  (2)  parts  and 
accessories,  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  Union  City,  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Mobex  Corp.  of  Fuller¬ 
ton,  Calif. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  140389  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  Osborn 
Transportation,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1830, 
Gadsden,  Ala.  35902.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clayton  R.  Byrd,  P.O.  Box 
1830,  Gadsden,  Ala.  35902.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  Carrier 
over  Irregular  Routes,  transporting; 
Rugs,  Carpets,  and  Carpeting  from  Win¬ 
chester,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  Colorado,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta.  Ga. 

No.  M'J  140389  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  OSBORN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1830,  Gadsden,  Ala.  35902.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Clayton  R.  Byrd,  P.O. 
Box  1830,  Gadsden.  Ala  3.5902.  .^uthoritv 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  Meat  Products,  Meat  By-Prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  Meat 
Packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Swift  &  Co.,  plants  located  at  or  near 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Glenwood,  Sioux  City, 
Des  Moines,  and  Marshalltown,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Tennessee,  North  Carolina. 
South  Carolina,  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Georgia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
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requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr.  or  Chl- 
ago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  140501  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  Edward 
CTramblett,  d.b.a.  ED  C7RAMBLETT 
TRUCKING.  Post  Office  Box  477,  Scio, 
Ohio  43988.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  H.  Brandon,  220  West  Bridge 
Street,  Post  Office  Box  97,  Dublin,  Ohio 
43017.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  Refractory 
and  Insulation  Material  and  Fireplace 
Logs,  between  Sherrodsville,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Tennessee,  and 
Mississippi,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Richard  A.  Richard¬ 
son,  d.b.a.  Re-Fab  Industries,  Sherrods¬ 
ville,  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus 
Ohio. 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
plastic  or  glass  coatings;  porcelain  ma¬ 
terials;  clay  or  clay  products;  paint; 
color  additives;  chemicals;  plastic  ma¬ 
terials;  ceramic  materials;  insulating 
materials;  glassware;  refractories;  fiber¬ 
glass;  furnace  or  kiln  supplies;  highway 
or  safety  marking  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies;  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  production  or  marketing  of  the  above 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  between  the  facilities  of  the  Ferro 
Corp.,  located  in  Plymouth,  Ind.;  To¬ 
ledo,  Ohio;  Ogdensburg,  East  Rochester, 
and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  west  of  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  New  Mexico  (except  Alaska 
and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C.  Common 
control  may  be  Involved. 


In  the  transportation  of  Chemicals,  from 
Great  Falls  and  Billings,  Mont.,  to  points 
In  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Billings, 
Mont. 

No.  MC  142205  (Sub-No.  7).  fUed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  LOUDOXJN 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  703,  Lees¬ 
burg,  Va.  22075.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  E.  Saidtz,  Suite  145,  4  Pro¬ 
fessional  Drive,  Gaithersburg,  Md.  20760. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cus¬ 
tom  upholstered  furniture  from  Ster¬ 
ling,  Va.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and 
(2)  Returned  or  rejected  upholstered 
furniture  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  cus¬ 
tom  upholstered  furniture,  from  the  des¬ 
tination  States  listed  in  (1)  above,  to 
Sterling,  Va.,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Metro  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.  of  Herndon,  Va. 

Note. — Apppllcant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  43165  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142612  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1977.  Applicant:  LONNIE 
KEENER,  Box  551,  Sublette.  Kans.  67877. 
Applicant’s  representative:  CHyde  N. 
Christey,  514  Capitol  Federal  Building, 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Irrigation  pipe  and  irriga¬ 
tion  equipment,  from  Garden  CTity,  and 
Sublette,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  81  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  40;  points  in  Texas 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  points 
in  Colorado  south  of  Interstate  Highway 
70  and  each  of  Interstate  Highway  25 
and  points  in  Nebraska  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  281  and  York,  Nebraska,  imder 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Geis  Irrigation  Company,  Inc.;  (2)  plas¬ 
tic  pipe  and  plastic  pipe  accessories, 
from  Garden  City  and  Ulysses,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  Wyoming,  and  Ar¬ 
kansas,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Peerless  Plastics,  Inc.; 
and  (3)  commodities  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  plastic  pipe  and  plastic  pipe 
accessories  from  Dallas  and  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  Garden  City,  Kans.,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Peerless  Plastics,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  142716  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  C  &  L 
TRUCKING,  me..  1609  27th  St.  NW., 
Cedar  Rapi^,  Iowa  52405.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


No.  MC  140612  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
KAZIMOUR,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids,  Iowa  52406.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  J.  Swanson,  521  South  14th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ap¬ 
pliances,  from  Webster  City  and  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  California,  Utah,  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Nevada,  Florida,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  North  Carolina,  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina;  (2)  Appliances  and  parts  for 
appliances,  from  Ft.  Dodge  and  Webster 
City,  Iowa,  to  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  and 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin;  and  (3)  Parts, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  or  repair  of 
appliances  from  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin, 
to  Fort  Dodge  and  Webster  City,  Iowa. 
Restriction:  Restricted  in  parts  (1)  and 
(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of,  or  uti¬ 
lized  by,  the  Franklin  Manufacturing 
Co.,  at  Fort  Dodge  and  Webster  City, 
Iowa,  and  destined  to  points  in  the  de¬ 
scribed  destination  areas,  and  restricted 
in  part  (3)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
and  destined  to  the  facilities  of,  or  uti¬ 
lized  by,  Franklin  Manufacturing  Co.,  at 
Fort  I)o^e  and  Webster  City,  Iowa. 

Note. — By  the  Instant  application,  appli¬ 
cant  seeks  conversion  of  motor  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  held  In  No.  MC  138003  (Sub- 
No.  2),  MC  138003  (Sub-No.  4),  and  MC 
138003  (Sub-No.  0).  Applicant  holds  other 
motor  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC 
138003  and  sub  numbers  thereunder,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  either  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
or  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  140665  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PRIME, 
me..  Route  1,  Box  115-B,  Urbana,  Mo. 
6576*7.  Applicant’s  representative:  Clay¬ 
ton  Geer,  P.O.  Box  786,  Ravenna,  Ohio 
44266.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


No.  MC  141773  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  ’Thermo 
Transport,  Inc.,  156  East  Market  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite 
2465,  One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  the  plantsites 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Jones  & 
Laughlin  Steel  Corp.  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  Aliquippa,  Pa.,  and  Youngstown  and 
Louisville,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Oregon,  and  Weishington, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  142070  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1977.  Applicant:  NEW 

HAMPSHIRE  SECURITY  GUARD 
SERVICE,  me.,  548  Mast  Road, 
Manchester,  N.H.  03102.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Arthur  R.  Bussiere  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  checks  (not  cancelled) , 
non-negotiable  documents  for  computer 
processing;  inter-company  correspond¬ 
ence  and  computer  printed  reports  be¬ 
tween  Bank  of  New  Hampshire,  N.A. 
located  at  Manchester,  N.H.  and  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank;  and  Shawmut 
National  Bank  located  at  Boston,  Mass, 
and  State  Street  Bank  located  at  (Quincy, 
Mass.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Bank  of  New  Hampshire, 
N.A. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Ck>ncord, 
N.H.  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  142189  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  M.  BURNS, 
d.b.a.  WESTERN  ’TRUCKING,  521  Lin¬ 
coln  Ave.,  Baker,  Mont.  59313.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  C.  M.  Bums,  P.O. 
Box  980,  Baker,  Mont.  59313.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
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by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  in  bulk,  from  the  faciUties  of 
CP  Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Albany,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Mimiesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  142864  (Sub-No.  1),  fUed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Apphcant:  RAY  E. 
BROWN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
501,  Massillon,  Ohio  44646.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jerry  B.  Sellman,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
Foodstuffs,  from  Deerfield  and  Chicago, 
Illinois,  to  points  in  Ohio. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  125035  and  subnum¬ 
bers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
either  Columbus,  Ohio  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  142934,  filed  September  7, 
1977.  Applicant:  ALFRED  H.  COVING¬ 
TON,  .l^ute  611  &  Farmschool  Road, 
Ottsviile,  Pa.  18942.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Peter  Kuhsh.  Box  470  R.D.  1, 
Upper  Black  Eddy,  Pa.  18972.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Disibled  vehicles,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
Minn.,  thence  northward  along  the  west¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochich¬ 
ing  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia 
or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  143003  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
August  23,  1977.  Applicant;  GEORGE  L. 
MORROW  TRUCKING  (XIMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  916,  Raymondville,  Tex. 
78580.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
L.  Morrow,  P.O.  Box  916,  Raymondville, 
Tex.  78580.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  citrus 
pulp  and  pellets  in  bulk  between  points 
in  Cameron  and  Hidalgo  Counties,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  si>ecify  a  location. 

No.  MC  143121  (Sub-No.  4),  filed; 
August  24,  1977.  Applicant;  TILLA¬ 
MOOK  CARRIERS,  INC.,  8023  E.  Slau- 
sen  Avenue,  Montebello,  Calif.  90640.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Miles  L.  Kaval- 
ler,  315  So.  Beverly  Drive,  Suite  315, 
Beverly  Hills,  Calif.  90212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  retail  and  chain  grocery, 
hardware  and  drug  stores;  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 


ture  and  distribution  of  such  cxHnmodi- 
ties  as  follows:  (1)  Between  the  plant 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Boyle-Mid¬ 
way  Division  of  American  Home  Prod¬ 
ucts  in  Chicago,  Ill.  and  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  and  points  in  Iowa;  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  Denver,  Colo.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah ; 
a  non-radiaJ  movement;  and  (2)  From 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Boyle-Midway  Division  of  American 
Home  Products  in  Chicago,  Ill.  to  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. ;  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  and  points  in 
Montana.  Wyoming,  Idaho,  Washington, 
and  Oregon;  and  (3)  From  Portland, 
Oreg.  to  points  in  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Idaho,  Washington,  and  Oregon;  and 
(4)  From  the  plant  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  Boyle-Midway  Division  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Home  Products  in  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington;  and  (5)  From  the 
facilities  of  Peterson-Puritan  Company 
and  Aerosol  Techniques  located  in  Dan¬ 
ville,  Ill.  to  the  plant  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Boyle-Midway  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  in  Chicago,  Ill. 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  (6)  Prom  the 
plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Boyle- 
Midway  Division  of  American  Home 
Products  in  Cranford,  N.J.  to  its  plant 
and  warehouse  faciUties  in  Canton,  Ohio, 
and  Chic''go,  nV;  and  (7)  Prom  the  plant 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Boyle-Mid¬ 
way  Division  of  American  Home  Products 
in  Canton.  Ohio,  to  its  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  in  Chicago,  Illinois,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Boyle-Midway  Division  of  American 
Home  Products  in  (1)  thru  (7)  above. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  or  New  York  City,  N.T. 

No.  MC  143227  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sen- 
tember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  GARLAND 
L.  ENOX,  409  Ash  Lane,  Euless,  Tex. 
76039.  Applicant’s  representative;  Rich¬ 
ard  T.  Churchill,  3000  Sandage  Street, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76109.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Oilfield  equipment  and  related 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies, 
bu.siness  and  accounting  documents,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Otis  Engineering 
Corp.  at  Carrollton,  T'-x.,  and  Lake 
Charles,  New  Iberia,  Patterson,  Houma, 
and  Belle  Chasse,  La.,  in  non-rad' 
movement,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Otis  Engineering  Corp. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Fort 
Worth,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  143231  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1977.  Applicant;  J.  H.  LA¬ 
FAYETTE,  doing  business  as  SKYLINE 
EXPRESS,  Route  2,  Box  325-27,  Corne¬ 
lius,  Oreg.  97113.  Applicant’s  represen<r.  • 
tive:  George  R.  LaBissoniere.  1100  Norton 
Building,  Seattle.  Wash.  98104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  grape,  apple,  cran¬ 
berry  juice  and  sauce,  from  Grandview, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  California,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Yakima  Valley  Grape  Producers,  Inc. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Seattle, 
Wash.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  143388  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant;  MORRIS  L. 
WEST,  doing  business  as  WEST  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  Route  7,  Greer,  S.C. 
29651.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ron¬ 
ald  F.  Barbare,  635  N.  Academy  St., 
Greenville,  S.C.  29601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pharmaceutical  and  drug  supplies, 
between  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Carolina,  under  a  ccoitinuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  The  Geer  Drug  Co.  of 
Spartanburg,  S.C. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oreenvllle 
or  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  143389  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  MER¬ 

CHANTS  DUTCH  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Post 
Oflice  Box  2525,  700  Pine  Street,  Monroe, 
La.  72107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  3379  Peachtree  Road, 
NE,  Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  discount  stores, 
between  Monroe,  La.,  on  Uie  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Georgia.  Florida,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Missouri,  IndiEUia,  Illinois, 
Ohio,  and  Kansas,  the  service  to  be  au¬ 
thorized  herein  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Howard  Bros.  Discount  Stores,  Inc.,  Mon¬ 
roe,  La. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  to  be  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  143423  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant;  WILLIAM  T. 
AUSTIN,  doing  business  as  AUSTIN 
TRUCKING  CO..  Route  5,  Box  249,  De¬ 
catur,  Ala.  35601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  D.  H.  Markstein,  Jr.,  512  Massey 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Sugar,  (1)  from 
Gramercy,  La.,  to  Decatur,  Ala.;  and  (2) 
from  Decatur,  Ala.,  to  points  in  and  east 
of  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  North  Dakota,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
VIPCO,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Bir¬ 
mingham,  or  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  143423  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
T.  AUSTIN,  doing  business  as  AUSTIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  5,  Box  249.  De¬ 
catur,  Ala.  35601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  D.  H.  Markstein,  Jr.,  512  Massey 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  paint  coatings, 
resins,  and  adhesives  from  plant  sites  of 
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Whittaker  Coatings  and  Chemicals  in 
Chicago,  Ill.;  Rockdale,  Ill.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  West  Alexandria,  Ohio;  Decatur, 
Ala.;  Lenoir,  N.C.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.; 
Gardena,  Calif.;  and  Wooster,  Ohio  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  California, 
Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  and  Virginia;  and  raw  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  said  products 
from  all  states  above  named  to  all  plant 
sites  above  named,  all  under  contract 
with  Whittaker  Coatings  and  Chemicals, 
located  at  Decatiu",  Ala. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  or  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  143423  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  T. 
AUSTIN,  doing  business  as  AUSTIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  5,  Box  249,  De¬ 
catur,  Ala.  35601.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  D.  H.  Markstein,  Jr.,  512  Massey 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  electrical  wire  cable 
and  insulated  copper  wire  from  the  plant 
site  of  Cerro  Wire  and  Cable  Co.,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Cerro  Corp.,  located  at  Hart- 
selle,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Indiana, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  North 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Illinois, 
South  Carolina,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  York, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Cerro  Wire  and  Cable  Co.,  of  Deca¬ 
tur,  Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  or  Decatur,  Ala. 

Docket  No.  MC  143579  (Sub-No.  2), 
filed;  September  19,  1977.  Applicant: 
MONT  TRUCKING,  INC.,  2023  North 
2450  West,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  D.  Michael 
Jorgensen,  Post  Office  Box  2465,  Salt 
Lake  CJity,  Utah  84110.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing  burned  clay  products  and  related  in¬ 
stallation  materials,  between  points  in 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Montana, 
California,  Washingrton,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Utah,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  Nevada 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Interstate  Brick  located  at  West 
Jordan,  Utah. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  b©  held  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143583  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sept. 
23,  1977.  Applicant;  M.  H.  HEATON, 
INC.,  'Thurston  Road,  Gloucester,  Mass. 
10930.  Applicant’s  representative;  Frank 
M.  Cushman,  36  South  Main  Street, 
Sharon,  Mass.  02067.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Snowmobiles  in  crates,  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories,  when  transported  with  the  ori¬ 
ginal  units  in  crates,  in  specially  designed 
flat  bed  trailers  from  Lawrence,  Mass., 


to  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Kawasaki  Motors 
Corp.,  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143648  (Sub-No.  1),  filed; 
September  12,  1977.  Applicant;  CORAL- 
VILLE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.R.  No.  1, 
Lamont,  Iowa  50650.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  fertilizer  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials,  in  bulk,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  CF  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Al¬ 
bany,  m.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  and  Minnesota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  143670  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  HAPPY 
HAULERS,  LTD.,  315  A  Avenue  East, 
Oskaloosa,  Iowa  52577.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  611 
Church  Street,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa, 
Iowa  52501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in 
bulk,  from  the  facilities  of  CF  Industries, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Albany,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Chicago, 
Ill.,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  143681  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  S  &  S  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  497, 
Royce  City,  Tex.  75089.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Billy  R.  Reid,  P.O.  Box  9093, 
Port  Worth,  Tex  .76107.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Hand  blown  glassware  for  light¬ 
ing  fixtures,  from  the  facilities  of  De¬ 
catur  Glass  Works,  Division  of  Kidde 
Consumer  Durables  Corp.,  at  Decatur, 
Tex.,  to  Compton  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif,; 
Berwick  and  Philadelphia.  Pa.;  Linden, 
N.J.;  and  Kosciusko,  Miss.,  imder  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  De¬ 
catur  Glass  Works,  Division  of  Kidde 
Consumer  Durables  Corp.,  Decatur,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas  or 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  143704,  filed  September  12, 
1977.  Applicant:  CARDINAL  VAN  & 
STORAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  764,  Rad- 
cliff,  Ky.  40160.  Applicants’  representa¬ 
tive;  Robert  J.  (Gallagher,  Esq.,  Suite 
1200,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
in  the  transportation  of :  Used  household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  re¬ 
stricted  (1)  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 


movement,  in  containers,  beyond  the 
points  authorized,  and  (2)  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  pickup  and  delivery  service 
in  connection  with  packing,  crating,  or 
containerization,  or  impacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing,  or  decontainerization  of  such  ship¬ 
ments  between  points  in  the  counties  of 
Jefferson,  Bullitt,  Spencer,  Shelby,  Old¬ 
ham,  Henry,  Hardin,  Meade,  Nelson, 
Breckinridge,  Trimble  and  Owen,  Ky., 
and  the  counties  of  Harrison,  Floyd, 
Clark,  Crawford,  Perry,  Jefferson,  Scott, 
Jennings,  Jackson,  Washington,  Orange, 
and  Dubois,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Rad- 
cliff,  Ky.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  143722,  filed  September  12, 
1977,  Applicant;  G  &  L  FOWLER,  INC., 
Route  1,  Box  687,  Willamina,  Oreg. 
97396.  Applicant’s  representative;  Earle 
V.  White,  2400  Southwest  Fourth  Ave¬ 
nue,  Portland,  Oreg,  97201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
in  the  transportation  of:  Pellets,  com¬ 
pressed  waste,  in  bulk;  from  the  plantsite 
of  Woodex,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Brownsville, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Washington,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Woodex,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  143723,  filed  September  14, 
1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  E.  BOSSER- 
MAN,  R.D.  No.  1,  New  Oxford,  Pa.  17350. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Mvisselman,  P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North 
Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Agricultural  pul¬ 
verized  limestone,  in  bulk,  in  spreader 
vehicles  or  spreader  vehicle  combina¬ 
tions  providing  application  to  the  soil, 
from  facilities  and  sales  origins  utilized 
by  the  J.  E.  Baker  Co.  in  York  Coimty, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  143724,  filed  September  14, 
1977.  Applicant:  CHARLES  E.  HERR 
d.b.a.  Charles  E.  Herr  &  Son,  10  Com¬ 
merce  Street,  New  Oxford.  Pa.  17350.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  Mus- 
selman,  P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North  Third 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  pulverized 
limestone,  in  bulk,  in  spreader  vehicles 
or  spreader  vehicle  combinations  provid¬ 
ing  direct  application  to  the  soil,  from 
facilities  and  sales  origins  utilized  by 
the  J.  E.  Baker  Co.  in  York  County,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  143725,  filed  September  14, 
1977.  Applicant:  DALE  L.  INNERST, 
R.D.  No.  2.  Seven  Valleys,  Pa.  17360,  Ap- 
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plicanfs  representative:  John  M.  Mus- 
selman,  P.O.  Box  1146.  410  North  Third 
Street.  Harrisburg.  Pa.  17108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  pulverized 
limestone,  in  bulk,  in  spreader  vehicles 
or  spreader  vehicle  combinations  pro¬ 
viding  direct  application  to  the  soil, 
from  facilities  and  sales  origins  utilized 
by  tlie  J.  E,- Baker  Co.  in  York  County, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  143726,  filed  September  14, 
1977.  Applicant;  JAMES  M.  NORTON, 
White  Hall,  Md.  21161.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  M.  Musselman,  P.O. 
Box  1146,  410  North  Third  Street,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Agricultural  pulverized  limestone, 
in  bulk,  in  spreader  vehicles  or  spreader 
vehicle  combinations  providing  direct 
application  to  the  soil,  from  facilities 
and  sales  origins  utilized  by  the  J.  E. 
Baker  Co.  in  York  County,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg. 
Pa. 

No.  MC  143733,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  DAVIE  DES  ROCHER 
SAND  CO.,  a  corporation,  3660  North 
west  North  River  Drive,  Miami,  Fla. 
33142.  Applicant’s  representative;  John 
P.  Bond,  2766  Douglas  Road.  Miami.  Fla. 
33133.  Authority  sought  to  or>erate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting;  Road  building  and  con- 
struction  aggregates,  between  Carlton 
County,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Nassau,  Clay,  Du¬ 
vall,  and  Putnam  Counties,  Fla.,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Des  Rocher  Sand  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  143734,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  CALVIN  DRAGANO, 
INC.,  Box  361,  Milton,  Pa.  17847.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
407  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
metal,  from  Vineland,  N.J.,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  plantsite  of  Vul¬ 
can  Materials  Co.  at  Sparrows  Point, 
Md.,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Vulcan  Materials  Co.  of  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Har¬ 
risburg.  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143735,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  HILL’S  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2041,  Five 
Points-Saks,  Anniston,  Ala.  36202.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  B.  W.  La  Tour- 
ette,  Jr.,  11  South  Meramec,  Suite  1400, 


St.  Louis,  Mo.  63105.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Household  goods  in  containers,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  surface  or  air, 
between  points  in  Bibb,  Blount,  Calhoun, 
Cherokee,  Clay,  Cleburne,  Cullman,  De- 
Kalb,  Etowah,  Fayette,  Jefferson,  Lamar, 
Marion,  Pikens,  Randolph,  St.  Clair, 
Shelby,  Talladega,  ’Tuscaloosa,  Walker, 
land  Winston  Counties,  Ala.,  in  non- 
radial  movement. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  heid  at  either  Anni¬ 
ston,  Birmingham,  or  Gadsden,  Ala. 

No.  MC  143736,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  BACH,  BELCHER  & 
COCHRAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  doing 
business  as  B.  B.  &  C.  Trucking,  9630 
Highway  80  West,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76116.  Applicant’s  representative;  Harry 
F.  Horak,  Room  109,  5001  Brentwood 
Stair  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Plastic,  plastic 
sheets,  and  reground  plastic,  from  Dallas, 
Tex.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
and  Newbury,  Ohio;  and  plastic  granules 
and  plastic  scrap  from  Ottawa  and  Joliet, 
Ill ,  Newbury.  Ohio,  and  Parkersburg,  W. 
Va.,  to  Dallas,  Tex.,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Alchem 
Plastics  Corp. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Fort 
Worth  or  Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  143737,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  WHITE  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1355,  Port 
Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative;  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000  Connec¬ 
ticut  Avenue,  Suite  1200,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Used 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  points  in  Iowa  (except 
the  Counties  of  Muscatine,  Scott,  Clin¬ 
ton,  Jackson,  Dubuqe  and  Louisa),  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement,  in  containers,  beyond  the 
points  authorized  and  to  the  performance 
of  pick-up  and  delivery  service  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  packing,  crating,  and 
containerization  or  unpacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing,  and  decontainerization  of  such  ship¬ 
ments. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  at  Port 
Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  143740  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant;  DENNY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  893  Ridge  Road 
Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Francis  P.  Barrett,  60  Adams 
Street.  P.O.  Box  238,  Milton,  Mass.  02187. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Cleaning  com¬ 
pounds  and  pre-mixed  windshield  washer 
anti- freeze  solvent  preparation,  from 
Rochester,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 


Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  and  District  of  Columbia,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Kleen  Brite  Chemical  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  135454  (Sub.  5)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved  in  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  to  be  held  at  either 
New  York  or  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  143741,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Apphcant;  WILLIAMS  BROTH¬ 
ERS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Hazelhurst,  Ga.  31539.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Wm.  Addams,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Wooden  pallets, 
pallet  materials,  wood  chips,  sawdust, 
and  materials  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  pallets  between  points  in  Jeff 
Davis  County,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  to  points  in  Florida  and 
South  Carolina. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  In  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  143749,  filed  September  19, 
1977.  Applicant;  LEE  GARWOOD  and 
EDWARD  LEE  GARW<X)D,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Garwood  Wrecker  Service,  Route 
3,  Nevada,  Mo.  64772.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Nicholas  L.  Swischer,  P.O.  Box 
565,  Nevada,  Mo.  64772.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Motor  vehicles  and  trailers,  in  tow- 
away  service,  (1)  from  Vernon  County, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  Iowa,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Minnesota,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Arkansas.  Oklahoma,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Illinois, 
and  Colorado;  and  (2)  from  points  in  the 
destination  states  named  in  (1)  above, 
to  points  in  Vernon  and  Bates  Counties, 
Mo.,  and  Bourbon  County,  Kans.,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1)  above  to  traffic  originating 
at  Vernon  County,  Mo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  143750,  filed  September  21, 
1977.  Applicant;  LONGVIEW  STOR¬ 
AGE  CO.,  a  corporation.  Rural  Route 
No.  4,  Elizabethtown,  Ky.  42701..  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Robert  J.  Galla¬ 
gher,  Suite  1200,  1000  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of;  Used 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  restricted  (1)  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement,  in  containers,  be¬ 
yond  the  points  authorized,  and  (2)  to 
the  performance  of  pickup  and  delivery 
service  in  connection  with  packing,  crat¬ 
ing,  or  containerization,  or  unpacking, 
uncrating,  or  decontainerization  ol 
such  shipments:  Between  points  in  the 
counties  of  Jefferson,  Bullitt,  Spencer, 
Shelby,  Oldham,  Henry,  Hardin,  Meade, 
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Nelson,  Breckinridge,  Trimble,  ana 
Owen,  Ky.,  and  the  counties  of  Harrison, 
Ployd,  Clark,  Crawford,  Perry,  Jefferson, 
Scott,  Jennings,  Jackson,  Washington, 
Orange,  and  Dubois,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Eliza¬ 
bethtown,  Ky.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  143751,  filed  September  22, 
1977.  Applicant:  BEST  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  1001,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.  78294.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  R.  Hoffman,  1100  Milam  Build¬ 
ing,  Suite  3300,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Lumber,  lumber 
products,  lumber  mill  products,  forest 
products,  and  millwork  between  points  in 
Texas  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas.  Restricted  against  the  trans- 
poration  of  commodities  in  bulk  and  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Vaughan  &  Sons,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  San 
Antonio  or  Koxiston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  143757,  filed  September  22, 
1977.  Applicant:  HERBERT  J.  FITZ¬ 
PATRICK.  14953  Canarv  Drive,  Surrey, 
British  Columbia,  Canada  V3R  4V2.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Jack  R.  Davis, 
1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  transporting:  Truck 
campers,  canopy  tops  and  motor  home 
bodies,  from  Ferndale,  Wash.,  to  points 
on  the  United  States-Canada  boundary 
line  located  at  or  near  Blaine,  Wash.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  foreign  commerce  only  for 
delivery  in  British  Columbia,  or  Alberta, 
Canada,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Ferndale  Recreational 
Mfg.,  Inc.,  of  Ferndale,  Wash. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  143758,  filed  September  23, 
1977.  Applicant:  KNOWLES  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  833  Warner  Street  SW.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30310.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite  246,  1252 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Traf¬ 
fic  marking  paints',  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  William 
Armstrong  Smith  Co.  at  East  Point,  Ga., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  trathc  marking 
paints,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
William  Armstrong  Smith  Co.  at  East 
Point,  Ga.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  William  Armstrong 
Smith  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 


Passemcers 

MC  41905  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1977.  Apidicant:  ILLINI-SWAL- 
LOW  LINES,  INC.,  118-120  South  Wal¬ 
nut,  Champaign,  Ill.  61820.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Corber,  1747 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special  op¬ 
erations,  in  one-way  and  roundtrlp 
sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours,  originat¬ 
ing  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
points  in  Illinois  and  points  in  Indiana 
within  the  area  delineated  by  U.S.  High¬ 
way  224  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line 
to  Huntington,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  to  the  Indiana-Ullnois  State 
line,  thence  along  the  Indiana-minois 
State  line  to  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Indlana- 
Ohlo  State  line,  and  thence  along  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  to  the  point  of 
beginning,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii) ;  and,  in  charter  op¬ 
erations,  originating  and  terminating  at 
points  in  Indiana  within  the  area  de¬ 
lineated  by  U.S.  Highway  224  at  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line  to  Himtington, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Indiana-Illinois  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Indiana-Illinois  State  line  to  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  and 
thence  along  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line  to  the  point  of  beginning,  ana 
extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  an  oral'  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  In  Cham¬ 
paign,  Ill.;  Chicago,  Ill.;  or  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  108204  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  VANCOU¬ 
VER  TOURS  AND  'TRANSIT  LIMITED, 
doing  business  as  Vancouver  Tours  & 
Transit,  Ltd.,  11645-130th  St.,  Surrey, 
B.C.,  Canada  43R  2y2.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Henry  C.  Winters,  15  South 
Grady  Way — Suite  235,  Renton,  Wash. 
98055.  Authority  sought  to  act  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Passengers 
and  their  baggage  in  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round  trip  charter  or  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  those  ports  of  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  line  located  in 
Blaine,  Lynden,  or  Oroville,  Wash.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  Montana,  Wy¬ 
oming,  Colorado,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  Georgia,  and  Alaska. 
Restricted  to  the  conduct  of  operations 
originating  and  terminating  within  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia,  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  In  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  143515  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1977.  Applicant;  P  &  W  CHAR- 


’TER  SERVICE,  INC.,  2710  South  34th 
Avenue,  Yakima,  Wash.  98902.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  C.  Flower, 
303  East  “D”  St. — Suite  2,  Yakima,  Wash. 
98901.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round-trip 
charter  operations,  between  points  in 
Adams,  Benton,  Chelan,  Franklin,  Grant, 
Kittitas,  Klickitat,  'Whitman,  Walla 
Walla,  and  Yakima  Counties,  Wash.,  and 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wy¬ 
oming,  and  ports  of  entry  on  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  In 
Idaho,  Montana,  and  Washington;  and 
(2)  illegal  aliens  and  their  baggage,  in 
custody  of  U.S.  Immigration  and  Nat¬ 
uralization  Service,  from  points  in 
Washington  to  Calexico,  Calif.,  in  one¬ 
way  charter  operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Yakima, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  143613,  filed  August  17.  1977. 
Applicant:  SHAMROCK  LIMOUSINE, 
INC.,  4304  Miller  Road,  Apartment  107, 
Wilmington,  Del.  19802.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Norman  N.  Aerenson,  604 
Farmers  Bank  Building,  10th  and  Market 
Streets,  Wilmington,  Del.  19801.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
in  special  and  charter  operations  in 
door-to-door  pick-up  service  from  points 
in  New  Castle  County,  Del.,  to  Atlantic 
City,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del. 

No.  MC  143752,  filed  September  22, 
1977.  Applicant:  Autobuses  De  Oriente, 
A.D.O.,  S.A.  de  C.V.,  a  Mexican  corpora¬ 
tion,  Sol  No.  233,  Col.  Guerrero,  Mexico 
3,  D.F.  Applicant’s  representative;  D. 
Paul  Stafford,  Post  Office  Box  45538, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75245.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers:  (1)  between  the 
port  of  entry  on  the  international  bound¬ 
ary  line  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  Mexico  south  of  Browns¬ 
ville,  Tex.,  and  Brownsville,  Tex.,  over 
the  Gateway  Bridge,  and  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  Matamoros, 
Tamaulipas,  Mexico;  and  (2)  between 
the  port  of  entry  on  the  International 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Mexico  south  of 
Hidalgo,  Tex.,  and  McAllen,  Tex.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  the 
port  of  entry  over  the  International 
Bridge  to  Hidalgo,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
336,  thence  over  Texas  Highway  336  to 
McAllen,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  Rey- 
nosa,  Tamaulipas,  Mexico. 
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Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Browns¬ 
ville,  Tex. 

Brokers 

No.  MC  130077  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1977.  Applicant:  STAATS-HER- 
OLD  CORPORATION,  doing  business  as 
STAATS-HEROLD  TOURS,  36-30  37th 
Street,  Long  Island  City,  N.Y,  11101.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larsh  B.  Me- 
whinney,  235  Mamaroneck  Ave.,  White 
Plains,  N.Y.  10605.  Authority  sought  to 
engage  in  operation,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  broker  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  sell  or 
offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  as  individuals 
and  in  groups,  in  special,  pleasure  and 
sight-seeing  tours  accompanied  by  Ger- 
man-English  and  French-English  speak¬ 
ing  tour  guide,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  and  Westches¬ 
ter  Counties,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
New  Jersey  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  130453,  filed  June  27,  1977. 
Applicant;  JAMES  R.  CRAWFORD,  609 
Green  Spring  Drive,  Gibsonia,  Pa.  15044. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerry  Pur¬ 
cell,  2532  Oliver  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15222.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in 
operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker  at  Gibsonia,  Pa.,  to 
sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of 
passengers  who  are  elementary  or  sec¬ 
ondary  school  children,  in  educational 
tours,  by  motor  carrier,  from  points  in 
Allegheny,  Armstrong,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Crawford,  Lawrence,  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  including  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  but  excluding  Alaska 
and  Hawaii,  and  return. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  MC  130465,  filed  October 
20,  1977.  Apphcant:  TRAVEL  COORDI¬ 
NATORS,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  836,  Carbon- 
dale,  Ill.  62901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite  375,  3379 
Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  as  a 
broker  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  trans¬ 
portation  by  motor  vehicle  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  in  round-trip,  sight-seeing, 
or  pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Missouri  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  64;  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  36;  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
41;  and  points  in  Posey  and  Vander¬ 
burgh  Counties,  Ind.,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  but  excepting  Hawaii.  Applicant 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  broker  at  the 
following  locations;  Carbondale,  HI.; 
Waterloo,  HI.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
Applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  St. 
Loxils,  Mo. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  or  rail  carriers  or  motor  carries 
pusuant  to  sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested 
authority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  30  days  after  the  date  of 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Such  pro¬ 
tests  shall  comply  with  special  rules 
240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.- 
240)  and  shall  include  a  concise  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  cony  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant,  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named. 

No.  MC-F-13203  (Correction)  (AL¬ 
LIED  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ALLIED 
VAN  LINES— CONTROL— ELEVELD 
CHICAGO  FURNITURE  SERVICE, 
INC.),  published  in  the  May  12,  1977, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  on  page 
24154  and  the  June  3,  1977,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  28654.  Previ¬ 
ous  notices  excluded  portions  of  the  op¬ 
erating  authority  because  Eleveld  Chi¬ 
cago  Furniture  Service,  Inc.,  was  a  party 
to  a  pending  application  to  purchase  a 
portion  of  Clark  Transfer,  Inc.  (MC-F- 
12565)  and  MC  87966  (Sub-No.  17),  a 
gateway  elemination  proceeding  which  is 
related  to  MC-F-12565  and  both  cases 
were  considered  a  single  case.  By  Order 
served  May  10, 1977,  the  authority  sought 
was  granted  and  that  authority  is  Store 
and  bar  fixtures  and  equipment,  un¬ 
crated,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  the  States  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and 
Mississippi  (except  Minnesota;-  Ne¬ 
braska,  Alaska,  and  Hawaii) ;  between 
points  in  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  those 
in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
31,  those  in  Michigan  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  96  and  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  69  (except  Grand 
Rapids,  Lansing,  Battle  Creek,  and 
Plainwell),  and  those  in  the  St.  Louis, 
Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  in  1  MCC 
656,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  the  States  of  Michigan,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  and  Mississippi;  Store 
fixtures,  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin,  Michigan, 
and  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Tennessee,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky;  from  points  in  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Iowa,  those  in  Indiana  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  31,  those  in  Mich¬ 
igan  on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway 
96  and  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway 


69  (except  Grand  Rapids,  Lansing,  Bat¬ 
tle  Creek,  and  Plainwell),  and  those  in 
the  St  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  HI., 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  1  MCC  656  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  West  Virginia,  Tennessee, 
and  Kentucky. 

New  store,  restaurant,  and  bar  furni¬ 
ture,  uncrated,  from  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  west  of  the  States  of  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  (except  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
Alaska,  and  Hawaii) ;  New  store  furni¬ 
ture,  from  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  and  Kentucky;  Store 
fixtures,  uncrated,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  III  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  60  MCC 
209  and  275,  between  the  plantsite  and 
f'^cilities  of  Packerland  Woodworking 
Co.,  a  subsidiary  of  Capitol  Fixtures  & 
Construction  Corp.,  at  or  near  Peshtigo, 
Wise.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  Store  fixtures, 
as  described  in  Appendix  III  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  60  MCC  209  and  275,  from 
the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  Packer- 
land  Woodworking  Co.,  a  subsidiary  of 
Capitol  Fixtures  &  Construction  Corp., 
at  or  ne'’r  Peshtigo,  Wise.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  West 
Virginia,  Tennessee,  and  Kentucky; 
Store  fixtures,  uncrated,  from  points  in 
United  States  in  and  west  of  the  States 
of  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  and  Mississippi  (except  Minnesota 
and  Nebraska,  Alaska,  and  Hawaii),  to 
points  in  the  States  of  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  West  Virginia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Kentucky;  Store  fixtures, 
uncrated,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  the  States  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and 
Mississippi  (except  Minnesota  and 
Nebraska,  Alaska,  and  Hawaii) ,  to 
points  in  the  States  of  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  West  Virginia,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Kentucky;  from  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  the  States  of 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Kentucky. 

No.  MC-P-13328.  (Correction)  (LAR¬ 
AMIE,  INC.— PURCHASE  (POR- 
nON)— BARNEY  KOSOFSKY  d.b.a. 
BARNEY’S  CARTAGE  CO.),  published 
in  the  September  22,  1977,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  47934.  Pre¬ 
vious  notice  should  have  read  as  follows : 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  the  State  of  Michi¬ 
gan. 

No.  MC-F-13375.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  RUSSELL  TRANSFER. 
INC.,  444  Glenmore  Drive,  Salem,  Va. 
24153,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
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rights  of  Glosson  Motor  Lines.  Inc. 
(Charles  E.  Herbert,  Trustee  in  Bank¬ 
ruptcy,  through  assignment  from  B&P 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.) ,  P.O.  Box  727,  Forest 
City,  N.C.  28043,  and  for  acquisition  by 
Bill  B.  Bumgarner,  Berkeley  H,  Riley, 
and  Vernon  S.  Church,  all  of  444  Glen- 
more  Drive,  Salem,  Va.  24153,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  Liniel  G.  Gregory, 
Jr.,  Vice  President,  Traffic  and  Com¬ 
merce,  444  Glenmore  Drive,  Salem,  Va. 
24153.  and  Assignor  is  represented  by 
Clyde  W.  Carver,  Esq.,  5299  Roswell 
Road,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  from  Roanoke,  Va.,  to  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  from  Chrlstiansburg, 
Va.,  to  Salisbury  and  Winston-Salem, 
N.C.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Compressed  gas,  from  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  to  C3iarlotte,  N.C.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Empty  compressed  gas  containers,  from 
CTiarlotte  and  Salisbury,  N.C.,  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Cotton  piece  goods, 
monumental  stone,  store  fixtures,  eggs 
and  poultry,  between  points  in  Virginia 
within  150  miles  of  Salisbury,  N.C.,  in¬ 
cluding  Salisbury.  Empty  glass  contain¬ 
ers,  from  Elmira,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Virginia,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Petroleiun  products,  in 
containers,  and  service  station  equip¬ 
ment,  from  Roanoke  and  Richmond,  Va., 
points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Haywood,  Madison,  Yancey, 
Mitchell,  Avery,  Watauga,  Ashe,  and 
Allegheny  Counties.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— MC  68860  (Sub-No,  27),  is  a  di¬ 
rectly  related  matter.  By  application  in  MC- 
13392  on  pending  before  this  Commission 
B&P  Motor  Lines.  Inc.,  seeks  to  purchase  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of  Glosson 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Charles  E.  Herbert,  Trustee 
in  Bankruptcy.  The  instant  transaction 
evolves  from  an  assignment  to  transferee  by 
B&P  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  of  a  portion  of  its 
rights  to  purchase  those  Glosson .  authorities 
sought  to  be  acquired  in  MC-P-13992. 

No.  MC-P-13384.  Authority  sought  Tor 
purchase  by  McLEAN  TRUCKING  CO., 
617  Waughtown  Street,  P.O.  Box  213, 
Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27102,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  ET  &  WNC 
Transportation  Co.,  132  Legion  Street, 
Johnson  City,  Term.  37601.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Francis  W.  Mclnemy,  Esquire, 
Macdonald  &  Mclnemy,  100  16th  Street 


NW,,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  purchased:  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes:  (a) 
Between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Memphis  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  to  Little  Rock,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (b)  between  Memphis, 
Term.,  and  Jonesboro,  Ark.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  Turrell,  Ark.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Jonesboro,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (c)  between 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Blythevllle,  Ark., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
Memphis  over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Blythe- 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(d)  between  Memphis,  Term.,  and  Green¬ 
wood,  Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Memphis  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  Clarksdale,  Miss.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  49  to  Tutwiler,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  49E  to  Green¬ 
wood,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
from  Memphis  over  the  above -described 
route  to  Tutwiler,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  49W  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
82,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  In- 
dianola,  Miss.,  thence  return  over  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
49W,  thence  continuing  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  Greenwood,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (e)  between  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  Greenville,  Miss.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  Leland,  Miss.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  82  via  Indianola, 
Miss.,  to  Greenville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

( f )  Between  Augusta,  Ark.,  and  Tupelo, 
Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
from  Augusta  over  Arkansas  Highway  17 
(formerly  shown  as  Arkansas  Highway 
333),  to  Tupelo,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (g)  between  Jonesboro,  Ark., 
and  Osceola,  Ark.,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points;  from  Jonesboro  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  18  to  Grubbs,  Ark., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  37  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  14,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  14  to  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63  to  Marked  Tree,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  140  (formerly  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  40) ,  to  Osceola,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the.  same  route;  (h)  between 
Jonesboro,  Ark.,  and  Hickory  Ridge,  Ark., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
Jonesboro  over  Arkansas  Highway  39  to 
Hickory  Ridge,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (i)  between  Jonesboro,  Ark^  and 
Wynne,  Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Jonesboro  over  Arkansas 
Highway  1  to  Wynne,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (j)  between  Wilson,  Ark., 
and  Dyess,  Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Wilson  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  181  (formerly  unnumbered  high¬ 
way)  to  Marie,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  14  (formerly  unnumbered 
highway)  to  junction  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  near  Dyess,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Dyess,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (k)  between  Ruleville, 
Miss.,  and  Cleveland,  Miss.,  serving  all 


intermediate  points;  from  Ruleville  over 
Mississippi  Highway  8  to  Cleveland,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  (1)  Serving 
the  off -route  points  of  Caraway,  Heth, 
Lester,  Madison,  Proctor,  Round  Pond, 
Camp  Joseph  T.  Robinson,  Shugtown, 
and  Wldener,  Ark.,  and  Clover  Hill,  Co¬ 
ahoma,  Dubbs,  Friar  Point,  Highlandale, 
Jonestown,  Rudyard,  Schlater,  Stone- 
vlUe,  Stoval,  and  Winterville,  Miss.,  in 
connection  with  the  above-specified 
routes;  (2)  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions,  (a)  between  Greenville, 
Miss.,  and  the  site  of  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Airport,  approximately  five  miles 
northeast  of  Greenville,  Miss.,  serving 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  within 
two  miles  of  the  site  of  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Airport;  from  Greenville  over  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  1  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  near  Metcalfe,  Miss., 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
Metcalfe  to  the  site  of  the  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Airport,  approximately  five  miles 
northeast  of  Greenville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

(3)  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  (a)  Between  Greenville,  Miss.,  and 
West  Monroe,  La.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  from  Greenville  over  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
165,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  165  to 
Monroe,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  West  Monroe,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  with  restriction;  (4) 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions: 
(a)  Between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  From  Pine  Bluff 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  line,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (b)  between  Lake  Village, 
Ark.,  and  Greenville,  Miss.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  frc»n  Lake  Village 
over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Greenville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (c)  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  65  and  165  at  or 
near  Dermott,  Ark.,  and  West  Crossett, 
Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
from  jimction  U.S.  Highway  65  and  165 
over  U.S.  Highway  165  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  82,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  West  Crossett,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (d)  between  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  Warren,  Ark.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  from  Pine  Bluff 
over  Arkansas  Highway  15  to  Warren, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  regular-route  authority 
granted  in  Section  (4)  above  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions.  Said  author¬ 
ity  is  restricted  against  tacking  direct¬ 
ly  or  indirectly  with  any  authority 
presently  held  by  the  carrier  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  performing  any  through  service 
on  traffic:  (1)  originating  at  or  moving 
through  the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  destined  to  Greenville,  Miss.,  or  (2) 
originating  at  Treenville,  Miss.,  destined 
to  or  moving  through  Memphis,  Term., 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  Said  authority  is  Umited  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  moving 
from,  to,  or  through  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  or 
Greenville,  Miss.  The  regular-route  au¬ 
thority  granted  in  Section  (4)  herein- 
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above  shall  not  be  severable,  by  sale  or 
otherwise,  from  the  underlying  irregu¬ 
lar  route  authority  described  herein  be¬ 
low;  (5)  Seed,  newsprint,  paper,  paper 
bags,  and  paper  cups,  from  Memphis, 
Term.,  to  Altheimer.  Ark.,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points;  from  Memphis,  over 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  11,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  11  to  Stuttgart,  Ark.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Altheimer,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  except 
as  otherwise  authorized;  (6)  Rice  and 
rice  products,  from  Stuttgart,  Ark.,  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  from  Stuttgart  over  route, 
as  specified  next  above,  to  Memphis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  except 
as  otherwise  authorized. 

(7)  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions;  (a)  Betw'een  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  from  Pine  Bluff,  over  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  Altheimer,  Ark.,  thence 
as  specified  above  to  Memphis,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (8)  General, 
commodities,  with  exceptions:  (a)  Be¬ 
tween  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the  Pine 
Bluff  Municipal  Airport,  Ark.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  from  Pine 
Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction 
imnumbered  highway,  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Pine  Bluff  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (9)  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions;  (a)  Between  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  and  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Baldwin,  Ark.;  from  Little  Rock 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  Pine  Bluff,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restriction: 
Service  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  points 
in  the  commercial  zone  thereof,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  is  restricted 
against  the  pick-up,  interchange,  or  de¬ 
livery  of  shipments  moving  to,  from,  or 
through  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in 
the  commercial  zone  thereof,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission;  (10)  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions:  (a)  Between 
Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the  site  of  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  3  on  the  Arkansas  River 
(near  Swan  Lake,  Ark.),  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  ix>ints:  from  Pine  Bluff  over 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  88,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  88  to  jimction  unnumbered  access 
road,  and  thence  over  unnumbered  ac¬ 
cess  road  to  the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  3,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
from  Pine  Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  79 
to  junction  County  Road  53  and  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  88,  to  junction  unnumbered 
access  road,  and  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  access  road  to  the  site  of  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  3,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

(b)  Between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the 
site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  4  on  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  River  (near  Swan  Lake,  Ark.), 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  from 
Pine  Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junc¬ 
tion  Arkansas  Highway  88,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  88  to  junction  County 
Road  53,  thence  over  County  Road  53  to 


jimction  unnumbered  access  road,  and 
thence  over  unnumbered  access  road  to 
the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No.  4  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  from  Pine 
Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction 
County  Road  53,  thence  over  County 
Road  53  to  junction  unnumbered  access 
road,  and  thence  over  unnumbered  ac¬ 
cess  road  to  the  site  of  Lock  and  Dam  No. 

4,  and  return  over  the  same  route;  (11) 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions: 
(a)  Between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  West 
Monroe,  La.,  serving  Bastrop,  La.,  and 
Monroe,  La.,  as  intermediate  points  and 
also  serving  Greenville,  Miss.,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Pir.e  Bluff,  Ark.,  and 
extending  along  the  southeast  bank  of 
the  Arkansas  River  to  the  west  bank  of 
the  Mississippi  River  thence  along  the 
west,  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  to  the 
Arkansas -Louisiana  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line 
to  the  east  bank  of  the  Ouachita  River 
(approximately  five  miles  east  of  Huttig, 
Ark.),  thence  along  the  east  bank  of  the 
Ouachita  River  to  Morobay,  Ark.,  and 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  15  to 
point  of  beginning  as  Intermediate  or 
off-route  points:  from  Pine  Bluff  over 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  81  Uience  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  81  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State 
line  thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  139 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  165  at  Bastrop, 
La.,  thence  over  the  U.S.  Highway  165 
to  Monroe,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  to  West  Monroe,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Restriction;  The  author- 
iy  granted  herein  shall  not  be  combined 
or  joined  directly  or  indirectly  with  any 
other  authority  presently  held  by  carrier 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  any 
through  service  on  traffic  originating  at 
or  moving  through  or  destined  to  the 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  on  the  other 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Greenville, 
Miss.,  and  Monroe  and  West  Monroe, 
La. 

(12)  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions:  (a)  Between  Eudora,  Ark.,  and 
Mer  Rouge,  La.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  all  off -route  points  located 
within  10  miles  of  such  highways  and 
Pioneer  and  Epps,  La.;  from  Eudora  over 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  2,  and  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  2  to  Mer  Rouge,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (b)  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65  and  Louisiana  Highway 
2  and  Lake  Providence,  La.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  all  off -route 
points  located  within  10  miles  of  such 
highway:  from  junction  U.S.  Highway 
65  and  Louisiana  Highway  2  over  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  Lake  Providence,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (13)  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions:  (a)  Serv¬ 
ing  Sterlington,  La.,  as  an  off -route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations  between  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  West  Monroe,  La.;  (14) 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  West 
Monroe,  La.,  serving  the  intennediate 
point  of  Monroe,  La.;  from  Memphis, 


Tenn.,  over  U.S.  Highway  70  (Interstate 
Highway  40)  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway 
11  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Pine  Bluff,  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  81,  thence  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  81  to  the  Arkansas-Lou¬ 
isiana  State  line,  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  139  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
165  at  Bastrop,  La.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  165  to  Monroe,  La.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  West  Monroe,  La., 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  subject  to  the  following  conditions. 
Said  operations  are  restricted  against 
service  at  points  in  Mississippi  within  the 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commercial  Zome  as 
defined  by  the  Commission.  Said  opera¬ 
tions  are  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  moving  from,  to, 
or  through  Greenville,  Miss.;  (15)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions:  (a) 
Between  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  Hazen, 
Ark.,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
from  Pine  Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  11,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  11  to  Hazen,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are  re¬ 
strict^  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  points  within  the 
Commercial  Zones  thereof,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Dallas  and  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.,  and  points  within  the  Com¬ 
mercial  Zones  thereof,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  including  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  or  inter¬ 
changed  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  and  points  within  the  Commercial 
Zones  thereof,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(16)  General  commodities,  ■with  excep¬ 
tions,  over  regular  routes,  serving  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Mahaffy-Apollo  Enterprises,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Swan  Lake,  Jefferson  County,  Ark., 
as  an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  route  authority.  (17) 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
over  irregular  routes:  (a)  Between 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas  not  in¬ 
cluding  Pine  Bluff,  bounded  by  a  line 
commencing  at  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  southeast  bank  of  the 
Arkansas  River  to  the  west  bank  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  thence  along  the  west 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  to  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line  and 
thence  along  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line  to  the  east  bank  of  the  Oua¬ 
chita  River  (approximately  five  miles 
east  of  Huttig,  Ark.),  thence  along  the 
east  bank  of  the  Ouachita  River  to  Moro¬ 
bay,  Ark.,  and  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  15  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Restriction;  Service  at  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
is  restricted  against  the  pickup  or  de¬ 
livery  of  shipments  moving  to,  from,  or 
through  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (b)  between 
Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  the  site  of  the 
United  States  Arsenal  Plant  at  Baldwin, 
Ark.  (located  approximately  seven  miles 
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north  of  Pine  Bluff),  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  Arkansas 
destination  territory  specified  immedi¬ 
ately  above;  (c)  between  Greenville, 
Miss.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other. 
Little  Rock,  Pine  Bluff,  and  the  site  of 
the  U.S.  Arsenal  plant,  at  Baldwin,  Ark., 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  extending  along  the 
southeast  bank  of  the  Arkansas  River  to 
the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
thence  along  the  west  bank  of  the  Missi- 
sippi  River  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line  to  the  east  bank  of  the  Oua¬ 
chita  River  (about  five  miles  east  of  Hut- 
tig,  Ark.) ,  thence  along  the  east  bank  of 
the  Ouaphita  River  to  Morobay,  Ark., 
and  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  15 
to  point  of  beginning.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  immediately  above 
shall  not  be  combined  or  joined,  directly 
or  indirectly  with  any  other  authority 
held  by  carrier  herein  for  the  purpose 
of  performing  any  through  service  on 
traffic:  (1)  Originating  at  or  moving 
through  the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defin^  by  the  Commission, 
and  destined  to  Greenville.  Miss.,  or  (2) 
originating  at  Greenville,  Miss.,  destined 
to  or  moving  through  the  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission. 

(18)  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts,  dairy  products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  the  appen¬ 
dix  to  the  report  in  Modification  of  Per¬ 
mits  of  Motor  Contract  Carriers  of 
Packing  House  Products,  46  MC?C  23:  (a) 
From  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Ashley,  Bradley,  Calhoun, 
Chicot,  Cleveland,  Columbia,  Dallas, 
Desha,  Drew,  Grant,  Jefferson,  Lincoln, 
Lonoke,  Monroe,  Ouachita,  Prairie,  Pu¬ 
laski,  and  Union  Coimties,  Ark.,  and  (19) 
Returned  shipments  of  the  commodities 
specified  immediately  above:  (a)  From 
the  destination  points  specified  immedi¬ 
ately  above,  to  Pine  Bluff.  Ark.;  (20) 
Soap, soap  products, and  lard  substitutes: 
(a)  Prom  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Monroe  County,  Ark.,  west 
of  the  White  River,  and  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Grant,  Arkansas,  Lincoln,  Drew, 
Ashley,  Chicot,  Desha,  Lonoke,  and 
Prairie  Counties.  Ark.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Carrier  shall  not,  pursuant  to  the 
Irregular  route  authority  contained 
hereinabove,  transport  shipments  mov¬ 
ing  between  any  points  authorized  in 
Section  (4)  hereinabove  to  be  served  by 
it  in  regular-route  operations;  (21) 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Olinkraft,  Inc.,  at  Monroe  and  West 
Monroe.  La.,  to  HimtsvUle  and  Nacog¬ 
doches,  Tex.,  Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  and 
Clarksdale,  Gmmison,  and  Yazoo  City, 
Miss.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Colmnbia,  Florida.  Georgia, 


Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13385.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GATEWAY  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  INC.,  455  Park  Plaza 
Drive,  La  Crosse,  Wis.  54601,  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  of  ET&WNC 
Transportation  Co.,  132  Legion  Street, 
Johnson  City,  Tenn.  37601,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  the  Estate  of  W,  Leo 
Murphy,  1st  Wisconsin  Trust  Co.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wls.,  Eugene  W.  Murphy,  300 
South  Ocean  Boulevard,  Palm  Beach, 
Fla.  33480,  John  A.  Murphy,  455  Park 
Plaza  Drive,  La  Crosse,  Wis.  54601,  and 
Michael  P.  Murphy,  10301  South  Harlem 
Avenue,  Chicago  Ridge,  HI.  60415,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  F.  Neil  Asche- 
meyer,  455  Park  Plaza  Drive,  La  Crosse, 
Wis.  54601,  and  Drew  L.  Carraway,  501 
Perpetual  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
*20004,  for  transferee,  and  Russell  R. 
Sage,  Suite  400,  Overlook  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  6121  Lincolnia  Road,  Alexandria, 
Va.  22312,  for  transferor.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities  with  exceptions  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  re^ar  routes  be¬ 
tween  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  and  Port  Worth, 
Tex.,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Dallas,  Tex.,  as  follows:  From  Pine 
Bluff  over  U.S.  Highway  270  to  Malvern, 
Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  67  (In¬ 
terstate  Highway  30),  to  Dallas,  Tex.; 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Port 
Worth,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
The  described  operating  authority  is 
restricted  as  follows:  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  Greenville,  Miss., 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Bastrop,  Sterlington, 
and  Monroe,  La.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and 
points  within  the  commercial  zones 
thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  and 
points  within  the  commercial  zmies 
thereof,  including  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  or  interchanged  at 
Greenville,  Miss.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Bas¬ 
trop,  Sterlington,  and  Monroe,  La.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  and  points  within  the  com¬ 
mercial  zones  thereof.  Applicants  pro¬ 
pose  that  upon  approval  and  consumma¬ 
tion,  the  descril^  operating  authority 
be  further  restricted  to  prohibit  the 
transportation  of  traffic  between  Dallas 
and  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  points  in  New  Jersey  with¬ 
in  35  miles  of  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania  within  35  miles  of  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  Transferee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Ala- 


bma,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13386.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  G  &  P  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  801  Reynolds  Avenue 
(P.O.  Drawer  338),  Greenwood,  S.C. 
29646,  of  Packet  Motor  Express,  Inc., 
465  Meeting  Street,  Charleston,  S.C. 
29403,  and  for  acquisition  by  F.  Locke 
Mays  and  Miriam  M.  Mays,  both  of  3330 
Charleston  Highway,  West  Coliambia, 
S.C.  29196,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants  at¬ 
torney:  William  B.  Patrick,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
1207,  Greenwood,  S.C.  29646.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled  and 
merged:  Motion  picture  films,  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  or  useful 
in  a  motion  picture  theater,  newspapers, 
magazines,  periodicals,  and  other  pub¬ 
lications,  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  between  points  in  Berke¬ 
ley,  Charleston,  Clarendon,  Dorchester, 
Florence,  Smnter,  and  Williamsburg 
Counties,  S.C.,  and  that  part  of  Orange¬ 
burg  Coimty,  S.C.,  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Santee  River  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  176,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  176  to  the  Orange- 
burg-Berkeley  County  line.  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities,  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  in  packages  not  to  exceed  250 
pounds  in  weight,  between  points  in  the 
above-specified  territory.  Under  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  Registration  in  Docket  No. 
MC  1047  (Sub-No.  2) ,  covering  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  general  with 
exception  and  motion  picture  films  and 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
or  useful  in  a  motion  picture  theater, 
newspapers,  magazines,  periodicals,  and 
other  publications,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes  solely  within  the 
State  of  South  Carolina,  with  certain  re¬ 
strictions.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  under  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  Registration  in  Docket  No. 
MC-60709  (Sub-No.  7) ,  solely  within  the 
State  of  South  Carolina.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  imder 
section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13388.  Authority  sought  fw 
piiTChase  by  CORRUGATED  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  3219  Nebi^ka  Avenue, 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51051,  to  purchase 
a  portion  of  the  operating  ^hts  of 
ABC  Transit  Co.,  Inc.,  7860  F  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127,  and  for  acqulsitimi 
by  Lawrence  D.  CTrouse,  3219  Nebraska 
Avenue,  Coimcil  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorney:  James  E. 
Ball^thin,  630  Osborn  Building,  St. 
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Paul,  Minn.  55102,  and  John  D.  Sykora, 
Suite  1400,  One  First  National  Center, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred;  Corrugated 
shipping  containers  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregvilar  routes  from  the  plantsite 
of  The  Weyerhaeuser  Co.,  Omaha,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa  (except  At¬ 
lanta,  Des  Moines,  Oakland,  and  points 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  6) ,  Kansas,  Min¬ 
nesota  (except  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  and  points  in  their  respective  com¬ 
mercial  zones  thereof,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission) ,  and  Missouri,  as  more 
fully  describ^  in  Certificate  MC  139686 
issued  September  16,  1974.  Vendee  hold 
no  authority  from  this  Commission.  How¬ 
ever,  Lawrence  D.  Crouse,  who  controls 
Corrugated  Carriers,  Inc.,  also  controls 
Nebraska-Iowa  Xpress,  Inc.,  a  common 
carrier  authorized  to  operate  in  the 
States  of  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming,  pursuant  to  Certificate  No. 
MC  121489.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13392.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  B  &  P  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  Oakland  Road  and  U.S.  Highway 
No.  221,  South  Forest  City,  N.C.  28043, 
of  a  portion  of  tlie  operating  rights  (rf 
Glosson  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  Charles  E. 
Herbert,  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  112 
Fisher  Park,  Circle,  Greensboro,  N.C. 
27401,  and  for  acquisition  by  R.  D. 
Workman,  and  Alma  Mcxjrec  Workman, 
both  of  Route  3,  Box  271-C,  Forest  City, 
N.C.  28043,  and  Coy  Lambert,  103 
Magnolia  Street,  Forest  City,  N.C.  28043, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  transaction.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
(Transferee)  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342,  and  (transferor)  Frank  P.  Holden, 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1124,  Lexington,  N.C. 
27292,  and  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Canned  and 
packaged  cat  fcxxl,  from  Lawrence, 
Mass.,  to  jxjints  in  Florida,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Packaged  cat  food,  and  canned  cat  food, 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  and 
at  the  same  time  with  packaged  cat  fexxi, 
from  Woburn  and  Boston,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Florida,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Pet  f(xxi  (except 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Woburn, 
Boston,  and  Lawrence,  Mass.,  to  points 
in  Mississippi,  Alabama,  North  Carolina, 
Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Animal  feed,  ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  at  or 
near  Golden  Meadow,  La.,  and  storage 
facilities  at  or  near  Lockport,  La.,  of 
Usen  Products  Co.,  to  points  in  Florida, 
Alabama,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  with  no  transpor¬ 
tation  for  compensation  on  return  ex- 
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cept  as  otherwise  authorized.  Petroleum 
products,  in  containa*s,  and  service- 
station  equipment,  from  Roanoke  and 
Richmond,  Va.,  to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Chemicals,  from  Whelan,  Tenn.,  to 
Salisbury,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation 
for  ccxnpensation  on  return  except  as 
othenvise  authorized.  Empty  pasteboard 
containers  and  bottles,  from  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  to  Salisbury,  N.C.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherw'ise  authorized.  Heating 
and  plumbing  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment,  from  Richmond,  Va.,  to 
Concord,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

Compressed  gas,  from  Richmond,  Va., 
to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  Empty  com¬ 
pressed  gas  containers,  from  Charlotte 
and  Salisbury,  N.C.,  to  Richmond,  Va., 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized.  Brick  manufacturing  machin¬ 
ery  and  equipment,  from  Danville,  Va.,  to 
Salisbury,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  -  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Charcoal,  from 
Salisbury,  N.C.,  to  Roanoke  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  Baltimore,  Md.  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Cleaning  compounds 
and  chemicals,  from  Salisbury,  N.f’.,  to 
Richmond,  Roanoke,  and  Lynchburg, 
Va.,  and  Columbia,  Greer  and  Greenville, 
S.C.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Cotton  piece  goods,  monu¬ 
mental  stone,  store  fixtures,  eggs,  and 
poultry,  between  points  in  Virginia  and 
North  Carolina,  within  150  miles  of  Sali'-- 
bury,  N.C.,  including  Salisbury.  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  exnlo  ives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  tb^re 
Injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  1'’^- 
ing,  from  Roanoke  and  Richmond,  Va., 
to  Salisbury,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Farm  machinery 
and  parts,  from  Auburn,  N  Y.,  to  roiT'ts 
in  that  part  of  North  Carolina  on,  east, 
and  south,  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  T  ine  a^'d 
extending  along  U.S.  Ftehway  29  to 
Reldsville,  N.C.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  158  to  Moe’^.s^'inn  T'T  a’ang 

U.S.  Highway  64  to  Statesville,  N 
thence  along  U.S.  Highwav  29  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  St'»<^« 
Line.  Sewing  machines  and  materini«!. 
supplies  and  eouinment  u''*h1  o’*  u'-«^ii1 
in  sewinsr.  from  Salisbury.  N  (^.  to  Phra- 
delphia.  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N  v  t.  jfVt 
no  tran-snortation  fnr  comn^n'^etjon  on 
return  excent  as  oth»>rwiso  a’Vhnrizpd. 
Such  merchandise,  as  Is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and  in  connection 


therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  from  Roanoke,  Va.  to  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  from  Chiistiansburg, 
Va.,  to  Salisbury  and  Winston-Salem, 
N.C.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  othervuse 
authorized,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  between  Salisbury,  N.C.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  of  Salisbury,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Geor¬ 
gia,  South  Carolina,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Ohio,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Textiles,  textile  products  and  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  packing  of  textiles  and  textile  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  Salisbury,  N.C.  on  the  one 
hand  and,  on  the  other,  Poulan,  Ga.,  Em¬ 
pty  glass  containers,  from  Elmira,  N.Y., 
to  points  and  places  in  North  Carolina. 
Empty  glass  containers,  from  Elmira, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Virginia  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Frozen 
fruits,  from  Lexington,  N.C.,  to  Spartan¬ 
burg,  S.C.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Albany, 
N.Y.  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Petroleum  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  service  station  equipment, 
from  Ror'noke.  or^  r’'''hmon'’,  Va.; 
points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  Tran.syl- 
vania,  Ha3rwood,  Madison,  Yancey, 
Mitchell,  Avery,  Watauga,  Ashe,  and 
Alleghany  Counties.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  and  as 
a  contract  carrier  in  all  of  the  Spates  in 
the  United  States  including  the  District 
of  Columbia  but  excluding  Ala'-ka  and 
Hawaii.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  imder  Section  210a 
(b). 

Note.— No.  MC  106074  (Sub-No.  47).  Is  a 
directly  related  matter  and  is  a  gateway 
elimination  application. 

No.  MC-P-13393.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CLARENCE  L.  WERNER, 
d.b.a.  WERNER  ENTERPRISES,  1-80 
and  Highway  50,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137,  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of  A  B  C 
TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  7860  F  Street,  Oma¬ 
ha,  Nebr.  68127  and  for  acquisition  by 
Clarence  L.  Werner,  also  of  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  of  control  of  the  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mi¬ 
chael  J.  Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
purchased  under  Docket  No.  MC  139876: 
Furniture  and  furniture  parts,  crated, 
(1)  Between  Omaha,  Nebr.;  North  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.;  and  E)enver,  Colo.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota,  North  Dakota,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Utah.  Montana, 
New  Mexico,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Nevada,  California,  Arizona,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  and  (2)  between  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Illinois,  lawa,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
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Minnesota,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Utah, 
Montana,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Arizona, 
and  Wisconsin.  Restriction;  Restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  imder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Beebe  and  Runyan  Fur¬ 
niture  Co.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Docket  No.  MC  138328  and  subs  there¬ 
under  in  all  the  States  in  the  United 
States  except  Alaska  and  Hawaii  and  as 
a  contract  carrier  in  Docket  No.  MC 
133233  and  subs  thereunder  in  all  the 
continental  48  States.  Vendee  is  seeking 
to  purchase  only  the  vendor’s  base  docket 
under  contract  carrier  authority.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application (s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

The  following  operating  rights  appli- 
cation(s)  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  Sec¬ 
tion  5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or  gateway  elim¬ 
ination  in  connection  with  transfer  ap¬ 
plications  imder  Section  212(b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  Special  Rules  247(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247)  and  include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verified  statements  in  oppo¬ 
sition  should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  3151  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  25,  1977.  Applicant:  BENDER  & 
LOUDON  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3024 
Brecksville  Road,  Richfield,  Ohio  44286. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  Cliarles 
Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  im- 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
Akron,  Canton,  Cleveland,  Elyria,  Find¬ 
lay,  Mansfield,  Sandusky,  Toledo,  War¬ 
ren,  and  Youngstown,  Ohio;  Albion,  Bat¬ 
tle  Creek,  Benton  Harbor,  Detroit,  Flint, 
Grand  Haven,  Grand  Rapids,  Holland, 
Jackson,  Kalamazoo,  Lansing,  Midland, 
Muskegon,  Niles,  Owosso,  Saginaw,  and 
Three  Rivers,  Michigan;  and  South  Bend, 
Indiana  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Sandusky,  Ohio,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to 


Wilmot,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  62  to  Washington  Court  House,  Ohio, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Sligo, 
Ohio,  thence  along  an  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  22)  via 
Cfiarksville,  Ohio  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
22  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  state  line,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  highways  specified. 

Note. — This  application  is  directly  related 
to  a  Section  5(2)  proceeding  in  No.  MC-F- 
13395,  Bender  &  Loudon  Motor  Freight,  Inc. — 
Control  and  Merger  —  Lima  Trucking  Co., 
published  In  a  previous  section  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue;  and  seeks  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Allen  County,  Ohio  on  trafittc 
moving  betv?^een  the  radial  base  points  named 
above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  Ohio  territory  described  above.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  68860  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1977.  Applicant:  RUSSELL 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  444  Glenmore  Drive, 
Salem,  Va.  24153.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Liniel  G.  Gregory,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Petroleum  products,  in  contain¬ 
ers,  and  service  station  equipment,  from 
Bluefield,  Bristol,  Danville,  Grundy, 
Lynchburg,  Narrows,  Norfolk,  Richmond, 
and  Roanoke,  Va.,  those  points  in  North 
Carolina  east  of  Transylvania,  Haywood, 
Madison,  Yancey,  Mitchell,  Avery,  Wa¬ 
tauga,  Ashe,  and  Alleghany  Counties; 
Pittsburgh,  Harrisburg,  York,  Marcus 
Hook,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Baltimore, 
Md.;  Wilmington,  Del.;  Swedesboro  and 
Newark,  N.J.;  and  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  east  of  Transyl¬ 
vania,  Haywood,  Madison,  Yancey,  Mit¬ 
chell,  Avery,  Watauga,  Ashe,  and 
Alleghany  Counties;  (2)  such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail, 
and  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  (a)  from 
Bluefield,  Bristol,  Danville,  Grundy, 
Ljmchburg,  Narrows,  Norfolk,  Richmond, 
and  Roanoke,  Va.,  to  Winston-Salem, 
N.C.,  and  (b)  from  Pittsburgh,  Harris¬ 
burg,  York,  Marcus  Hook,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.;  Bluefield,  Bristol,  Danville, 
Grundy,  Lynchburg,  Narrows,  Norfolk, 
Richmond,  and  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  points 
in  West  Virginia,  New  York,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  Salisbury  and  Wintson -Salem,  N.C.; 
(3)  (a)  empty  glass  containers,  from  El¬ 
mira,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  and  Ashville, 
Charlotte,  Winston-Salem,  Greensboro, 
Raleigh,  and  Durham,  N.C. ;  and  (b)  malt 
beverage  containers,  from  Elmira,  N.Y„ 
to  points  in  Ohio  and  those  in  that  part 
of  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Covington,  Ky„  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Higljway  25  to  Lexington, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line;  (4) 
Cotton  piece  goods,  monumental  stone, 
store  fixtures,  eggs,  and  poultry,  (a)  be¬ 


tween  points  in  Virginia  within  150  miles 
of  Salisbury,  N.C.  including  Salisbury; 
(b)  between  Roanoke  Narrows,  Bluefield, 
Gnmdy,  Bristol,  Danville,  Lynchburg, 
Norfolk,  and  Richmond,  Va.  and  points 
in  Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania,. 
New  Jersey,  West  Virginia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  (5)  (a)  compressed  gas, 
from  Richmond,  Va.,  to  Charlotte,  N.C., 
and  (b)  empty  compressed  gas  contain¬ 
ers,  from  Charlotte  and  Salisburg,  N.C., 
to  Richmond,  Va.,  restricted  in  (1) 
through  (5)  above,  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  or  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  equipment. 

Note. — These  are  gateway  elimination  re¬ 
quests  and  are  matters  directly  related  to  a 
Section  5(2)  proceeding  in  MC-F-13375,  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  previous  section  of  this  Federal 
Register.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Charlotte, 
N.C. 

No,  MC  98184  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1977.  Applicant:  LARAMIE, 
INC.,  14800  Castleton,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48226.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  J,  Leavitt,  P.O.  Box  400,  Northville, 
Mich.  48167.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Excavating  and  erecting  equipment, 
heavy  machinery  and  cranes  requiring 
low  platform  trailer  equipment,  between 
points  in  Michigan;  (2)  heavy  plant  ma¬ 
chinery  requiring  rigging  by  the  carrier 
in  carryall  or  winch  equipment,  between 
points  in  Michigan;  and  (3)  heavy  ma¬ 
chinery,  structural  steel,  power  shovels, 
tanks,  and  commodities  which  because  of 
their  size  and  weight  require  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Michigan, 
restricted  against  traflSc  originating  at 
points  in  the  counties  of  Berry,  Bay,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Clinton,  Eaton,  Ingham,  Kent, 
Muskegon,  Ottawa,  (except  Holland) , 
and  Saginaw,  and  points  in  Tusceola 
County  on  and  west  of  Michigan  High¬ 
ways  138  and  24,  points  in  Midland 
County  on  and  east  of  Michigan  Highway 
30,  points  west  and  north  of  that  portion 
of  Genesee  County  beginning  at  the 
junction  of  the  Genesee  County  line  and 
Michigan  Highway  15,  thence  south 
along  Michigan  Highway  15  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Michigan  Highway  57,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  57  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  unnumbered  county  roads, 
thence  along  said  unnumbered  county 
roads  through  Flushing  to  the  county 
line  between  Genesee  and  Shiawassee 
Counties,  points  in  Shiawassee  County 
on  and  south  of  Michigan  Highway  21 
and  on  and  west  of  Michigan  Highway 
52,  points  in  Kalamazoo  County  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  131,  points  south 
and  west  of  that  portion  of  Newaygo 
County  beginning  at  the  junction  of  the 
western  boundary  of  the  Newaygo  County 
and  Michigan  Highway  82,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  82  to  its  junction 
with  Michigan  Highway  37,  thence  south 
along  Michigan  Highway  3*7  to  the  south- 
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em  Newaygo  County  line,  when  destined 
to  any  point  other  than  those  located 
within  an  area  bounded  on  the  north  by 
Michigan  Highw'ay  59  and  on  the  west 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  23,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  against  storage  tanks 
originating  at  Owosso,  Mich. 

Note. — The  Purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity  and  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
section  5(2)  proceeding  In  MC-F-13328,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  rc'^vests  It  be  held  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Portions  of  the  Commodity  Description 
AND  Territorial  Designations  Set 
Forth  Above  Differ  Prom  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  OF  Registration  Being  Con¬ 
verted  Solely  to  Conform  to  Cur¬ 
rent  Commission  Practice  and  Re¬ 
quirements 

No.  MC  98184  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  17, 1977.  Applicant;  LARAMIE,  INC., 
14800  Castleton,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road,  P.O.  Box 
400,  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Heavy  machinery,  power 
shovels,  tanks,  boilers,  and  the  following 
dismantled  commodities;  Machinery, 
electrical  equipment,  contractors’  equip¬ 
ment,  and  store,  office,  factory,  hospital, 
art  gallery,  and  museum  fixtures  and 
equipment,  over  irregular  routes  between 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  and  places  in  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  New  York,  and  Connect¬ 
icut. 

Note. — ^Thls  appllcaton  is  a  Gateway  Elim¬ 
ination  Application  directly  related  to  a 
section  5(2)  proceeding  In  No.  MC-F-13328, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
September  22,  1977.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Detroit,  Mich.;  Chicago,  Ill.;  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106074  (Sub-No.  47),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  25,  1977.  Applicant;  B  AND  P  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  Oakland  Road  and 
U.S.  Highway  No.  221.  South,  Forest  City 
N.C.  28043.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Clyde 
W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299  Roswell  Road 
NE..  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (a)  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  imusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading;  from  Roa- 
ncrfce  and  Richmond,  Va.;  to  Shelby, 
N.C.,  and  points  in  North  Carolina  with¬ 
in  25  miles  thereof,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  To  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Salisbury,  N.C.  (b)  New 
furniture,  crated  or  uncrated;  from  Roa¬ 
noke  and  Richmond,  Va.;  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska,  Ha¬ 


waii,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  To  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Salisbury,  N.C. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  140842  (Sub-No.  1), 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  be  Involved.  This  is 
a  matter  directly  related  to  a  section  5(2) 
proceeding  in  MC-F-13392,  published  in  a 
previous  section  of  this  Federal  Register. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Charlotte,  N.C.,  or  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  123556  (Sub-No.  8>,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1977.  Applicant;  RAHIER 
'TRUCKING,  INC.,  1822  South  First 
Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98903.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jack  R.  Davis,  Attorney 
at  Law,  1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Bananas  and  (2)  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  is  otherwise  ex¬ 
empt  from  economic  regulation  imder 
section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  act  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  the  same  vehicles  as  the  commod¬ 
ity  specified  in  ( 1 )  above,  between  points 
and  places  in  California,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Yakima,  Wash., 
and  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a  section 
5(2)  proceeding  in  No.  MC-F-13382,  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  previous  section  of  this  Federal 
Register.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  143267  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  6,.  1977.  Applicant;  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  4588  State  Route 
82,  Mantua,  Ohio  44255.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  H.  van  Deusen,  P.O. 
Box  97,  220  West  Bridge  Street,  Dublin, 
Ohio  43017.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of:  (1)  Reinforced  concrete  slabs 
and  walls,  from  Aurora,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  219,  points  in  that  part 
of  New  York,  on  and  west  of  New  York 
Highway  14,  and  points  in  Jackson, 
Cabell,  Kanawha,  Marshall,  Mason, 
Pleasants,  Tyler,  Wayne,  Wetzel,  Wood, 
Hancock,  Brooke,  and  Ohio  Counties, 
W.  Va.;  and  (2)  reinforcing  wire,  be¬ 
tween  Aurora,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Rochester  and  South 
Bethlehem,  N.Y. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  permit  No.  MC  136988  (Sub-No. 
3 ) ,  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity.  This  is  a  matter  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  a  transfer  proceeding  in  MC-FC- 
77300,  wherein  applicant  seeks  to  acquire  the 
said  permit  from  Scott  Trucking,  Inc.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
that  it  be  held  at  (Columbus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  143870,  filed  October  7,  1977. 
Applicant;  BRANTLEY  BROS.  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  17  Freling- 
huysen  Avenue,  Newark,  N.J.  07114.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  P.  Tynan, 
P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Hottshold  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Bergen,  Burlington,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Hunterton,  Mercer,  Middlesex. 
Monmouth,  Morris,  Ocean,  Passaic, 
Somerset,  Sussex,  Union,  and  Warren 
Counties,  N.J.,  points  in  Fairfield  and 
New  Haven  Counties,  Conn.,  and  points 
in  Bronx,  Kings,  Nassau,  New  York, 
Orange,  Putnam,  Queens,  Richmond, 
Rockland,  Suffolk,  and  Westchester 
Counties,  N.Y.  on  Uie  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,'  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  beyond  the  points  authorized, 
and  further  restricted  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in 
connection  with  packing,  creating,  and 
containerization,  or  unpacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing,  and  decontainerization  of  such 
traffic. 

Note. — ^This  is  a  gateway  elimination  ap¬ 
plication  and  is  a  matter  directly  related  to 
MC-FC-77197,  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  August  4,  1977.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  does  not  specify 
a  location. 

Abandonment  Applications 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  that  orders  have  been  entered 
in  the  following  abandonment  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  administratively  final 
and  which  found  that  subject  to  condi¬ 
tions  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  abandon¬ 
ment. 

A  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  the  applicant  carriers  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  12,  1977,  unless  the  in¬ 
structions  set  forth  in  the  notices  are 
followed.  , 

[Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  54)  ] 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor¬ 
tation  Co.,  Abandonment  Between 
Tunnel  City  and  Medary  Junction  in 
Monroe  and  Lacrosse  Counties,  Wis., 
AND  Between  Trempealeau  and  Wi¬ 
nona  IN  Trempealeau  and  Buffalo 
Counties,  Wis.,  and  Winona  County, 
Minn. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a)  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  August  26,  1977,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
CTommission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 
Co. — Abandonment — Goshen,  354  ICC 
76  (1977)  and  for  public  use  as  set  forth 
in  said  order,  the  present  and  future  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Chicago  and  North 
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Western  Transportation  Co.,  of  two  seg¬ 
ments  of  a  line  of  railroad  beginning  at 
milepost  163.2  near  Tunnel  City,  Wis., 
and  extending  westerly  to  milepost  267.8 
near  Medary  Junction,  Wis.  (excluding 
line  segments  between  milepost  168.0  and 
milepost  169.5  at  Camp  McCoy,  Monroe 
County,  Wis.,  between  milepost  176.0  and 
milepost  248.0  at  Sparta,  Monroe  County, 
Wis.,  and  between  milepost  260.0  and 
milepost  261.9  at  West  Salem,  LaCrosse 
Coxmty,  Wis.)  a  distance  of  29.2  miles  in 
Monroe  and  LaCrosse  Counties,  Wis.,  and 
beginning  at  milepost  284.5  a  point  west 
of  Trempealeau,  Wis.,  and  extending 
westerly  to  milepost  296.6  at  Winona, 
Minn.,  a  distance  of  12.1  miles  in  Trem¬ 
pealeau  and  Buffalo  Counties,  Wis.,  and 
Winona  County,  Minn.,  or  a  total  dis¬ 
tance  of  41.3  miles  all  in  Monroe,  La¬ 
Crosse,  TremiJealeau,  and  Buffalo  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wis.,  and  Winona  County,  Minn.  A 
certificate  of  abandonment  will  be  issued 
to  the  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Co.  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice,  un¬ 
less  within  on  or  before  December  2, 1977, 
the  Commission  further  finds  that: 

.  (1)  A  financially  responsible  person 

(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be  con¬ 
tinued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would; 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  en¬ 
ter  into  a  binding^  agreement,  with  the 
carrier  seeking  siich  abandonment,  to 
provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  rail  services  over  such 
line.  Upon  notification  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  execution  of  such  an  assist¬ 
ance  or  acquisition  and  operating  agree¬ 
ment,  the  Commission  shall  postpone  the 
issuance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement  (in¬ 
cluding  any  extensions  or  modifications) 
is  in  effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained 
in  the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 


[Docket  No.  AB-3  (Sub-No.  14)  [ 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  Abandon¬ 
ment  Near  Tenark  and  Hughes  in 
Crittenden  and  St.  Francis  Counties, 
Ark. 

notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  la)  that  by  an  Certificate  and 
Order  dated  October  17,  1977,  a  finding, 
which  is  administratively  final,  was 
made  by  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  of  railway  em¬ 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — Abandon¬ 
ment — Goshen,  354  ICC  76  (1977)  and 
for  public  use  as  set  forth  in  said  order, 
and  those  provided  pursuant  to  section 
405  of  the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act 
(45  use  565),  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  permit 
the  abandonment  by  the  Missouri  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Co.,  of  operations  over  a 
portion  of  its  lines,  extending  from  mile¬ 
post  352.0  near  Tenark,  Ark.,  to  the  end 
of  the  line  at  milepost  334.0  at  Hughes, 
Ark.,  a  distance  of  18  miles  in  the  Coun¬ 
ties  of  Crittenden  and  St.  Francis,  Ark. 
A  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permitting  abandonment  was 
issued  to  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  Since  no  investigation  was  instituted, 
the  requirement  of  section  1121.38(a)  of 
the  regulations  that  publication  of  no¬ 
tice  of  abandonment  decisions  in  the 
Federal  Register  be  made  only  after 
such  a  decision  becomes  administratively 
final  was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  b  v  the  carrier  of  an  actual 
offer  of  financial  assistance,  the  carrier 
shall  make  available  to  the  offeror  the 
records,  accounts,  appraisals,  working 
papers,  and  other  documents  used  in  pre¬ 
paring  Exhibit  I  (section  1121.45  of  the 
Regulations).  Such  documents  shall  be 
made  available  during  regular  business 
hours  at  a  time  and  place  mutually 
agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  on 
or  before  November  25,  1977.  The  offer, 
as  filed,  shall  contain  information  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  section  1121.38(b) 
(2)  and  (3)  of  the  regulations.  If  no  such 
offer  is  received,  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
abandonment  shall  become  effective  on 
or  before  December  27, 1977. 

[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub  No.  41 )  ] 

Burlington  Northern  Inc.  Abandonment 
Between  Minnekahta  and  Hot  Springs 
IN  Fall  River  County,  S.  Dak. 

notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  August  31,  1977,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 


Co. — Abandonment — Goshen,  354  ICC 
76  (1977),  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Burlington  North¬ 
ern  Inc.  of  its  line  of  railroad  beginning 
at  milepose  1.00  near  Minnekahta, 
S.  Dak.,  and  extending  in  an  eastern  di¬ 
rection  to  milepost  12.91  near  Hot  Spring, 
S.  Dak.,  a  distance  of  11.91  miles,  all  in 
Fall  River  County,  S.  Dak.  A  certificate 
of  abdonment  will  be  issued  to  the  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern,  Inc.,  based  on  the 
above-described  finding  of  abandonment, 
30  days  after  publication  of  this  notice, 
unless  on  or  before  December  12,  1977, 
the  Commission  further  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued:  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reosonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issuance 
of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
postponed  for  such  reasonable  time,  not 
to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
ocquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  ef¬ 
fect.  Information  and  procedures  regard¬ 
ing  the  financial  assistance  for  continued 
rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of^the  in¬ 
volved  rail  line  are  contained  inlihe  No¬ 
tice  of  the  Commission  entitled  “Proce¬ 
dures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  Pll  13691. 
All  interested  persons  are  advised  to  fol¬ 
low  the  instructions  contained  therein 
as  well  as  the  instructions  contained  in 
the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-No.  43)  [ 

Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  Abandon¬ 
ment  Between  Rio  and  Alexis  in  Knox 

AND  Warren  Counties,  III. 

NOTICE  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  August  31,  1977,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
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railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 
Co. — Abondonment — Goshen,  354  ICC 
76  (1977),  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Burlington  North¬ 
ern,  Inc.,  of  its  branch  line  between 
milepost  206.80  near  North  Henderson, 
Ill.,  and  milepost  201.27  near  Alexis,  Ill., 
a  distance  of  5.53  miles,  in  Knox  and 
Warren  Counties,  Ill.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern,  Inc.,  based  on  the 
above -described  finding  of  abandonment, 
on  December  12,  1977,  unless  before  De¬ 
cember  12,  1977,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would : 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributalbe  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issuance 
of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
postp>oned  for  such  reasonable  time,  not 
to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  Abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in  the 
Notice  of  the  Ctommission  entitled  “Pro¬ 
cedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  order. 

Docket  No.  AB-7  (Sub-No.  27)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE,  ST. 
PAUL  &  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 
ABANDONMENT  IN  FOND  DU  LAC, 
COUNTY  OF  FOND  DU  LAC,  WIS. 
A  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  15,  1977,  42  FR 
page  46478,  stated  that,  by  an  order 
intered  June  30,  1977,  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  5,  found  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  abandonment  of  the 
involved  line  subject  to  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  employees  as  set  forth  in 
Oklahoma  Ry.  Co.  Trustees  Abandon¬ 


ment.  257  I.C.C.  117  (1944)  and  in  the 
applicable  provisions  of  Section  405  of 
the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act  of  1970 
(45  U.S.C.  565). 

The  above  notice  is  herewith  corrected 
to  reflect  the  order  of  the  Commission, 
Division  3,  acting  as  an  Appellate  Divi¬ 
sion,  entered  October  6,  1977,  which  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  conditions  for  tiie  protec¬ 
tion  of  employees  be  modified  to  those 
enacted  in  and  developed  pursuant  to 
Section  405  of  the  Rail  Passenger  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1970. 

[Docket  No.  AB-12  (Sub-No.  23)  ] 

Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Co. 

Abandonment  Between  Butte  Creek 

AND  Stirling  City  in  Butte  County, 

Calif. 

notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  July  19,  1977,  a  find¬ 
ing,  which  is  administratively  final,  was 
made  by  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  railway 
employees  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment. 
257  I.C.C.  700,  and  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  405  of  the  Rail  Passen¬ 
ger  Service  Act,  and  for  public  use  as 
set  forth  in  said  order,  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Southern 
Pacific  Transportation  Co.  of  a  line  of 
railroad  extending  from  railroad  mile¬ 
post  189.000  near  Butte  Creek  in  a  south¬ 
erly  direction  to  the  end  of  the  branch  at 
railroad  milepost  215.462  near  Stirling 
City,  a  distance  of  approximately  26.523 
miles  in  Butte  County,  Calif.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Co. 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued:  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
hne  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commision  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or  entity 
to  enter  into  a  binding  agreement,  with 
the  carrier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to 
provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 


the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement, 
the  Commission  shall  postpone  the 
issuance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  (including  any  extensions  or  modi¬ 
fications)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or  the 
acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line  are 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entitled  “Procedures  for  Pending 
Rail  Abandonment  Cases”  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  3i,  1976, 
at  41  FR  13691.  All  interested  persons  are 
advised  to  follow  the  insrtuctions  con¬ 
tained  therein  as  well  as  the  instructions 
contained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-66  (Sub-No.  11)  [ 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co. 

Abandonment  near  Groveland  and 

Mascotte,  in  Lake  County,  Fla. 

notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  la)  that  by  a  Certifi¬ 
cate  and  Order  dated  October  20,  1977, 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively 
final,  was  made  by  the  Commission, 
Commissioner  Brown,  stating  that,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  for  the  protection 
of  railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 
Co. — Abandonment — Goshen,  354  I.C.C. 
76,  and  those  provided  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  405  of  the  Rail  Passenger  Service 
Act  (45  U.S.C.  565),  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.  of  its 
hne  of  railroad  extending  from  milepost 
AT-818.76,  near  Groveland,  Fla.,  to 
milepost  AT-8 18.21,  near  Mascotte,  Fla., 
a  distance  of  1.45  miles,  in  Lake  County, 
Fla.  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permitting  abandonment 
was  issued  to  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Co.  Since  no  investigation  was 
instituted,  the  requirement  of  Section 
1121.38(a)  of  the  Regulations  that  pub- 
Ucation  of  notice  of  abandonment  de¬ 
cisions  in  the  Federal  Register  be  made 
only  after  such  a  decision  becomes  ad¬ 
ministratively  final  was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  apprais¬ 
als,  working  papers,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Sec¬ 
tion  1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such 
documents  shall  be  made  available  dur¬ 
ing  regular  business  hours  at  a  time  and 
place  mutually  agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no 
later  than  15  days  after  pubUcation  of 
this  Notice.  The  offer,  as  field,  shall  con¬ 
tain  information  required  pursuant  to 
Section  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing-  abandonment 
shall  become  effective  45  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication. 
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[Docket  No.  AB-102  (Sub-No.  5)  ] 

Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Co. 
Abandonment  at  McAlester,  in  Pitts¬ 
burg  County,  Okla. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
(49  U.S.C  la)  that  by  Certificate  and 
Order  dated  October  19,  1977,  a  finding, 
which  is  administratively  final,  was  made 
by  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  of  railway  em¬ 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — Abandon¬ 
ment — Goshen,  354  I.C.C.  76,  and  those 
provided  pursuant  to  Section  405  of  the 
Rail  Passenger  Service  Act  (45  U.S.C. 
565) ,  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  the  aban¬ 
donment  by  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Co.  of  its  line  of  railroad  ex¬ 
tending  from  milepost  R-2.26,  near  Mc¬ 
Alester,  Okla.,  to  milepost  R-11,  at  the 
end  of  the  line  near  Bishop,  Okla.,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  8.75  miles,  in  Pittsburg  County, 
Okla.  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permitting  abandonment 
was  issued  to  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Rialroad  Co.  Since  no  investigation  was 
instituted,  the  requirement  of  Section 
1121.38(a)  of  the  Regulations  that  pub¬ 
lication  of  notice  of  abandonment  deci¬ 
sions  in  the  Federal  Register  be  made 
only  after  such  a  decision  becomes  ad¬ 
ministratively  final  was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an  ac¬ 
tual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  make  available  to  the  offeror 
the  records,  accounts,  appraisals,  work¬ 
ing  papers,  and  other  documents  used 
in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section  1121.45 
of  the  Regulations) .  Such  documents 
shall  be  made  available  during  regular 
business  hours  at  a  time  and  place  mu¬ 
tually  agi'eeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no 
later  than  15  days  after  publication  of 
this  Notice.  The  offer,  as  filed,  shall  con¬ 
tain  information  required  pursuant  to 
Section  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  abandonment  shall 
become  effective  45  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication. 

[Docket  No.  AB-160  (Sub-No.  1)] 

Montour  Railroad  Co. — Discontinuance 
OF  Service — Over  Tracks  Owned  by 
THE  Norfolk  &  Western  Railway  Co. 
in  Allegheny  County,  Pa. 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  la)  that  by  an  Certificate  and 
Order  dated  October  26,  1977,  a  finding, 
which  is  administratively  final,  was 
made  by  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  of  railway  em¬ 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
in  Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — Abandon¬ 
ment — Goshen.  354  I.C.C.  76  (1977),  and 
those  provided  pursuant  to  Section  405 
of  the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act  (45 


U.S.C.  565) ,  the  present  and  future  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
discontinuance  of  service  over  a  line  of 
railroad  owned  by  the  Norfolk  &  Western 
Railway  Co.  known  as  the  Thompson 
Branch,  extending  from  Montour  mile¬ 
post  41.3  near  Sahda  to  the  end  of  the 
branch  at  Montour  milepost  44.2  near 
MilBin  Junction  a  distance  of  2.93  miles 
in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.  A  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  per¬ 
mitting  abandonment  was  issued  to  the 
Montour  Railroad  Co.  Since  no  investi¬ 
gation  was  instituted,  the  requirement  of 
Section  1121.38(a)  of  the  Regulations 
that  publication  of  notice  of  abandon¬ 
ment  decisions  in  the  Federal  Register 
be  made  only  after  such  a  decision  be¬ 
comes  administratively  final  was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an  ac¬ 
tual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  make  available  to  the  offeror 
the  records,  accounts,  appraisals,  work¬ 
ing  papers,  and  other  documents  used 
in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section  1121.45 
of  the  Regulations) .  Such  documents 
shall  be  made  available  during  regrular 
business  hours  at  a  time  and  place  mu¬ 
tually  agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no 
later  than  15  days  after  publication  of 
this  Notice.  The  offer,  as  filed,  shall  con¬ 
tain  information  required  pursuant  to 
Section  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  ol'cr  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authori  ing  abandonment  shall 
become  effective  45  days  from  the  date 
of  this  publication. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Routes 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

'  Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  44605  (Deviation  No.  11), 
MILNE  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2500  West 
California  Ave.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104,  filed  October  28, 1977.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows;  From  Parker,  Ariz., 
over  Arizona  Highway  95  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40  to  Needles,  Calif., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 


over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Parker,  Ariz.,  across  the  Colorado 
River,  thence  over  California  Highway 
62  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95  near 
Vidal  Junction,  CJalif.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  Needles,  Calif.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  79434  (Deviation  No.  1) ,  BEN¬ 
NETT  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  200  E.  Wal¬ 
nut  St.,  Paragould,  Ark.  72450,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  12,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Jonesboro,  Ark.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  Hoxie,  Ark.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Jonesboro,  Ark.,  over  Arkansas  Highway 
1  to  Paragould,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  25  to  Hoxie,  Ark.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  111231  (Deviation  No.  63), 
JONES  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  E. 
Emma  Ave.,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764,  filed 
October  27,  1977.  Carrier's  representa¬ 
tive:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  30  to  Texarkana,  Ark.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  over  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Texarkana, 
Ark.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  111231  (Deviation  No.  64), 
JONES  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  E. 
Emma  Ave.,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764,  filed 
October  28,  1977.  Carrier’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis¬ 
consin  Ave.,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  over  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  El  Dorado.  Ark.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  From  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

-No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  51), 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  7270,  10990  Rde  Ave., 
Shawnee  Mission.  Kans.  66207,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  25,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
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as  follows:  Prom  Natchez,  Miss.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  98  and  84  to  Bude,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Brook- 
haven,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Natchez, 
Miss.,  over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Payette, 
Miss.,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway 
28  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Brookhaven, 
Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application(s) 

The  following  appllcation(s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  section  206(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  special  rule  245  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 


C7FR  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  requests 
for  information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  Mexico  Docket  No.  4346,  filed  No¬ 
vember  1,  1977.  Applicant:  FRED  SEE- 
BINGER,  LEW  SEEBINGER,  LARRY 
SEEBINGER,  AND  VIRGINIA  SEE¬ 
BINGER,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  SEEBINGER  ENTERPRISES,  1235 
Aspen  NW.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87104. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edwin  E. 
Piper,  Jr.,  1115  Sandia  Savings  Building, 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87102.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  sought 
to  operate  a  common  motor  carrier  serv¬ 
ice  as  follows:  Transportation  of  (1) 
Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
dairy  products;  and  (2)  foods  and  food¬ 
stuffs  in  vehicles  equipped  for  tempera¬ 


ture  control,  between  points  in  New  Mex-  ^ 

ico,  over  irregular  routes  under  non- 
scheduled  service.  Intrastate,  interstate  i 

and  foreign  commerce  authority  sought.  ] 

Hearing:  Date,  time,  and  place  scheduled  i 

for  December  15,  1977,  at  10:00  a.m.  at  j 

the  New  Mexico  Motor  Carriers’  Assn.  | 

Building,  1500  Indian  School  Road  NE.,  ] 

Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  Written  notice  of  l 

intent  to  protest  this  application  must 
reach  the  office  of  the  State  Corporation 
Commission,  Transportation  Division,  , 

P.O.  Drawer  1269,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  J 

87501,  at  least  5  days  prior  to  the  hearing 
date.  Copy  of  such  protest  shall  also  be 
mailed  to  the  applicant.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be  ad-  ! 

dressed  to  the  New  Mexico  Corporation 
Commission,  Transportation  Division, 

P.O.  Drawer  1269,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. 

87501  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the  | 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-32499  Piled  11-9-77:8:45  amj 
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[  6320-01  ] 

1 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Change  op  Subject,  Status,  and  Place  of 
Discussion  of  Item  on  November  3, 
1977,  Meeting  Agenda 

TIME  AND  DATE;  12:30  p.m.,  November 
3,  1977. 

PLACiE:  Room  1011,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT:  21b.  Dockets  31562  and  31572, 
GIT  and  Special  APEX  fares  proposed  by 
Polskie  Linie  Lotnicze  (LOT),  and  Holi¬ 
day  group  and  Individual  fares  proposed 
by  El  A1  and  charter  agreement  nego¬ 
tiation  strategy  (BFR) . 

STATUS:  Closed. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202- 
673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Explanation  for  the  Closing 

This  item  will  discuss,  in  the  context  of 
the  tariff  filings  in  question,  whether  (1) 
extremely  low,  possibly  unlawful  sched¬ 
uled  fares,  filed  by  flag  carriers  whose 
parent  governments  have  historically 
thwarted  market  penetration  by  charter 
operators,  should  be  suspended  pending 
investigation  until  agreements  opening 
up  the  market  to  charter  competition 
have  been  reached  with  those  countries, 
and  (2)  how  such  agreements  can  best 
be  reached  with  as  manv  nations  as  pos¬ 
sible.  Negotiations  of  this  nature  are  in 
progress  with  several  countries.  At  this 
time,  disclosure  of  the  Board’s  views  on 
these  general  matters  to  the  public,  and 
especially  to  representatives  of  foreign 
governments,  may  well  lessen  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  a  successful  conclusion  to  on¬ 
going  negotiations  in  the  best  interest  of 
'  the  United  States.  Accordingly,  the  fol¬ 


lowing  members  have  voted  that  [publ'c 
observation  of]  this  item  would  involve 
matters  the  premature  disclosure  of 
which  would  be  likely  to  significantly 
frustrate  implementation  of  proposed 
agency  action  within  the  meaning  of  the 
exemption  provided  under  5  U.S.C. 
?  552b(c)  (9)  (B)  and  14  CFR  §  310b.5 
(9)  (B) ,  and  that  the  meeting  on  this 
item  will  be  closed: 

Chairman  Alfred  E.  Kahn 
Member  G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Member  Lee  R.  West 
Member  Elizabeth  E  Bailey 

Explanation  of  Expedited  Action 

Additionally,  as  noted  in  M-76  amend¬ 
ment  2,  the  staff  recommendation  to  the 
Board  regarding  Item  21b  was  still  be¬ 
ing  prepared  when  Item  21b  was  added 
to  the  agenda.  The  completed  staff  anal¬ 
ysis  requires  that  the  subject  description 
of  Item  21b  be  expanded  and  the  status 
of  the  Board’s  discussion  of  that  item  be 
changed  from  open  to  closed.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  following  Members  have  voted 
that  agency  business  requires  that  these 
changes  be  made  and  that  no  earlier  an¬ 
nouncement  of  the  changes  was  possible: 

Chairman  Alfred  E.  Kahn 
Vice  Chairman  Richard  J.  O’Melia 
Member  G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Member  Lee  R.  West 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 

Persons  Expected  To  Attend 

BOARD  MEMBERS 

Chairman  Alfred  E.  Kahn 
Vice  Chairman  Richard  J.  O’Melia 
Member  G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Member  Lee  R.  West 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 

assistant  to  board  members 

Mr.  Mike  Roach 
Mr.  Elias  Rodriquez 
Mr.  Ford  Cole 
Mr.  Fred  Houghteling 
Mr.  James  Casey 
Mr.  John  Golden 
Ms.  Barbara  Clark 

office  of  the  managing  director 
Mr.  Dennis  Rapp 

bureau  of  fares  and  rates 

Mr.  Arthur  Simms 
Mr.  James  Deegan 
Ms.  Joan  Coward 
Mr.  Norman  Schwartz 
Mr.  Herb  Aswall 
Mr.  Keith  Shangraw 
Mr.  John  Kiser 

office  of  the  general  counsel 

Mr.  Gary  Edles 
Mr.  Peter  Schwarzkopf 
Mr.  Harold  Juhnke 


»  OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC  ANALYSIS 

Mr.  Parius  Gaskins 
Mr.  Sandy  Rederer 

BUREAU  OF  INTERNATIONAL  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  Don  Farmer 
Mr.  John  Driscoll 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Mrs.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor 
Ms.  Deborah  A.  Lee 

REPORTER 

Alderson  Reporting  Company 

General  Cou  jskiin;  C ek i u ication 

I  certify  that  this  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  the  public  under  5  U.S.C.  §  552b 
(c)  (9)  (B)  and  14  CFR  §  310b.5(9)  (B). 

Gary  J.  Edles, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

November  3,  1977. 

[S-1795  77  Filed  11  3  77; 8; 47  am] 


[  632C-01  ] 

2 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  November 
10,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT: 

1.  Ratification  of  items  adopted  by 
notation* 

2.  Docket  30591,  Colonial  Airlines’  Pe¬ 
tition  for  Reconsideration  of  Order  De¬ 
nying  Large  Aircraft  Exemption  Author¬ 
ity,  (Memo  No.  7049-B,  BOR,  BLJ) 

3.  Docket  29366,  Pan  American’s  Re¬ 
quest  to  Extend  Exemption  to  carry 
Seattle -Honolulu  Traffic  via  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  on  one  daily  westbound  flight 
(Memo  6264-D,  BOR,  OGC) 

4.  Docket  29706,  Motion  of  Allegheny 
Airlines  for  hearing  on  its  application 
for  Philadelphia-Bermuda  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  (Memo  No.  7541,  BOR,  BIA,  BLJ) 

5.  Docket  28981  and  29015,  Subpart  M 
Application  of  .iUghes  ALw^st  lor  I-hoe- 
nix-Sacramento;  Fresno-Portland,  and 
Sacramento-Seattle  Nonstop  Authority, 
and  Motion  of  Western  for  consolidation 
of  the  Sacramento-Seattle  Nonstop  Por¬ 
tion  (Memo  No.  5968-B,  BOR,  BLJ) 

6.  Dockets  31049  and  31101,  Piedmont’s 
petitions  for  an  order  to  show  cause  pro¬ 
posing  that  its  two-stop  restrictions  in 
the  Raleigh/Durham-New  York/Newark 
and  Charlotte-Washington.  D  C.  markets 
be  changed  to  one-stop  restrictions 
(Memo  No.  7455,  BOR) 

7.  Docket  31x31,  Cimaroon  Industries, 
Ltd. — application  for  exemption  to  use 
75-seat  jet  aircraft  in  air  taxi  charter 
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service  (Memo  No.  7556,  BOR,  OGC) 

8.  Docket  31109,  Air  Polynesia,  Inc.’s 
application  for  exemption  to  use  DC-3 
aircraft  within  the  State  of  Hawaii 
(Memo  No.  7557,  BOR,  OGC) 

9.  Dockets  28515,  28913,  28578,  28604, 
28668;  29095;  and  29321  and  29379.  Con¬ 
trol  of  foreign-originating  charter  mar¬ 
keting  subsidiaries;  control  of  an  in¬ 
clusive  tour  marketing  subsidiary  and 
petitions  for  declaratory  rulings  (Memo 
No.  7165-A,  BOR,  BIA,  OGC) 

10.  Docket  29873,  Daetwyler  Airfreight 
Corp.  (Swiss)  d 'b/a  Interamerican  Air¬ 
freight  Corp.  (U.S.A.)  Application  for 
renewal  of  foreign  indirect  air  carrier 
permit  (Memo  #  7321-A,  BOR,  BIA) 

11.  Docket  29336,  Application  of  Air 
BVI  (1976)  Limited  for  transfer  for  a 
foreign  air  carrier  permit  (Memo  # 
2960-A,  BIA,  BOR,  OGC) 

12.  Docket  30984,  Application  of  Lea¬ 
vens  Air  CHiarter  Limited,  for  a  foreign 
air  carrier  permit  (Memo  #  7551  BOR, 
BIA,  OGC) 

13.  Designation  of  U.S.  Airlines  under 
"Bermuda  11’’  (Memo  #  7458-A,  BIA) 

14.  Flying  Tiger  Line  Transaction 
Agreement  PTL:  1-4  (filed  on  October  14, 
1977)  (BOR,  BAS,  OGC) 

15.  Docket  28194,  Eastern / Piedmont 
Route  Exchange  Agreement,  Petition  for 
discretionary  review  (Memo  #  7559, 
OGC,  OEA) 

16.  Docket  29295,  United  States-Latin 
America  All  Cargo  Service  Investigation, 
Notice  of  Target  Date  (Memo  #  7548, 
(XIC) 

17.  Docket  29789,  Houston/New  Or- 
leans-Yucatan  Route  Proceedmg,  Peti¬ 
tion  for  discretionary  review  (OGC, 
OEA) 

18.  Docket  30781,  Rule  to  amend  Part 
241  as  proposed  in  EDR-323,  Proposed 
Revision  of  Accoimting  and  Reporting 
Requirements  for  Small  Air  Carriers 
(Memo  #  7007-A,  (XIC,  BAS) 

19.  Docket  30537,  Notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  amending  Part  241  of  the 
Board's  Economic  Regulations  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  reporting  of  ratemaking 
revenues  and  statistics  (Memo  #  7550, 
CXiC,  BAS,  BFR,  BOR,  BOE,  OEA) 

20.  Docket  31132,  Rulemaking  peti¬ 
tion  of  Davis  Agency  Inc.  to  amend  Part 
372  Overseas  Military  Personnel  Char¬ 
ters  (Memo  #  7554,  OGC) 

21.  Docket  30588,  Motion  for  Board 
review  of  BOE  dismissal  of  Complaint  of 
Art  Miller  v.  Evergreen  International 
Airlines,  Inc.  (Memo  #  7542,  OGC) 

22.  D^ket  25474,  Hawaiian  Fares  In¬ 
vestigation  (CXiC) 

23.  Proposed  Amendment  of  Separa¬ 
tion  of  Functions  Rule  (Memo  No.  7473, 
OGC) 

24.  Procedures  for  Board  Review  of 
BOE  Dismissals  of  Third-Party  Com¬ 
plaints  (Memo  No.  7496,  BOE) 

25.  Consumer  Abuses  by  Tour  Opera¬ 
tors  (Memo  No.  7497,  BOE,  BOR,  OCX), 
CX:A,  OEA) 

26.  Docket  30616,  Incorporation  of  re¬ 
cently  established  “Super-Saver"  Pares 
into  the  “Super-Saver”  Pares  Investiga¬ 
tion  (Memo  No.  7110-B,  BFR) 

27.  Docket  30312,  ATC  Agreement 
concerning  Domestic  Reduced  Rate 


Transportation  for  ’Travel  Agents 
(Memo  No.  7068-A,  BFR,  BOR) 

28.  Docket  30904,  Application  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  Board’s  earlier  approval  to  hold 
joint  air  carrier  discussions  on  matters 
relating  to  the  transportation  of  the 
handicapped  (Memo  No.  7320-B,  BFR 
BOR) 

29.  Dockets  31563  and  31566,  Com¬ 
plaints  by  TWA  and  NACA  against  new 
fares  filed  by  Alitalia,  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  20, 1977  (BFR) 

STATUS:  Open 
PERSON  TO  CONTACT : 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202- 

673-5068. 

IS-1796-77  Filed  11-8-77; 8; 47  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Notice  of  Deletion  of  Items  From  The 
November  10, 1977  Meeting  Agenda 

TIME  AND  DATE;  10  a.m.,  November 
10,  1977. 

PLACE;  Room  i027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT:  4.  Docket  290706,  Motion  of 
Allegheny  Airlines  for  hearing  on  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  Philadelphia-Bermuda 
nonstop  authority  (Memo  No.  7541,  BOR, 
BIA,  BLJ). 

5.  Docket  28981  and  29015,  Subpart  M 
Application  of  Hughes  Airwest  for  Phoe- 
nix-Sacramento;  Presno-Portland,  and 
Sacramento-Seattle  Nonstop  Authority, 
and  Motion  of  Western  for  consolidation 
of  the  Sacramento-Seattle  Nonstop  Por¬ 
tion  (Memo  No.  5968-B,  BOR,  BLJ). 

23.  Proposed  Amendment  of  Separa¬ 
tion  of  Functions  Rule  (Memo  No.  7473, 
OCX). 

24.  Procedures  for  Board  Review  of 
BOE  Dismissals  of  Third-Party  Com¬ 
plaints  (Memo  No.  7496,  BOE). 

STATUS;  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT : 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202- 
673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA’TION; 
Items  4  and  5  are  going  to  be  resched¬ 
uled  as  items  14  and  15  respectively  on 
the  November  11,  1977  agenda  so  that 
they  can  be  discussed  wdth  similar  mat¬ 
ters. 

The  staff  had  indicated  that  it  would 
have  prepared  for  the  Board’s  consider¬ 
ation  on  November  10, 1977  material  that 
relates  to  items  23  and  24.  The  necessary 
material  will  not  be  available  before  the 
November  10,  1977  meeting.  In  order  to 
give  the  Board  the  benefit  of  all  infor¬ 
mation  on  these  items,  it  is  necessary  to 
delete  these  items  from  the  November  10, 
1977  agenda  and  to  reschedule  them 
when  all  material  is  available. 

Accordingly,  the  following  Members 
have  voted  that  agency  business  requires 
the  deletion  of  items  4,  5,  23,  and  24  from 
the  agenda  of  November  10,  1977  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  of  these 
deletions  was  possible: 


Chairman  Alfred  E.  Kahn 
Vice  Chairman  Richard  J.  O’Mella 
Member  G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Member  Lee  R.  West 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  BaUey 

lS-1977-77  Filed  ll-8-77;8:47  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD, 

'TIME  AND  DA’TE:  10  a.m.,  November 
11,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT: 

1.  Route  Priorities:  ’The  pending  rule- 
making  proceeding  (Memo  No.  6971-H, 
BOR,  OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 

2.  Docket  30123,  Hearing  priorities 
rulemaking  (Memo  No.  597 1-E,  597  l-F, 
597 l-G,  BOR,  OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 

3.  Dockets  30550,  30937,  30942,  30548, 
30630,  and  31074,  Twin  Cities  (Minne¬ 
apolis  &  St.  Paul) -Las  Vegas/Phoenix- 
Burbank/Orange  County  (Santa  Ana), 
Motions  of  Airwest  and  North  Central 
and  Related  Pleadings  (Memo  No,  7472, 
BOR,  OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 

4.  Dockets  30547  and  31278  and  31385. 
Northwest’s  Motion  for  Hearing  of  its 
Minneapolis-Dallas/Houston  Applica¬ 
tion;  Consolidation  Motions  of  Texas 
International  and  the  City  and  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  of  San  Antonio  (Memo 
No.  7481,  BOR,  OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 

5.  Docket  28475,  Ozark’s  petition  for 
reconsideration  of  Order  77-4-16  (Memo 
No.  5708-B,  BOR,  CXX,  BLJ,  OEA) 

6.  Dockets  22958  and  30019;  30120  and 
26927.  Motions  for  Hearing  of  Continen¬ 
tal  and  Texas  International  on  applica¬ 
tions  for  authority  between  Houston  and 
Tampa  Bay _Area/ Orlando  and  related 
motions  to  consolidated  Delta  and  Bran- 
iff  (Memo  No.  7281,  BOR,  OGC,  BLJ, 
OEA) 

7.  Docket  30387,  'TWA’s  Application  for 
San  Diego-Kansas  City/St.  Louis  non¬ 
stop  authority  (Memo  No.  7374,  BOR, 
OGC.  BLJ.  OEA) 

8.  Docket  30910,  Eastern’s  Motion  for 
Hearing  on  Nonstc^)  Dallas-Tucson  Au¬ 
thority  (Memo  No.  7509,  BOR.  0(X::, 
BLJ,  OEA) 

9.  Docket  30809,  North  Central’s  Ap¬ 
plication  for  Chicago-Syracuse/Albany- 
Boston  Authority  (Memo  No.  7516,  BOR, 
BLJ,  OCX.  OEA) 

10.  Docket  30915,  Application  of  Fron¬ 
tier  for  new  authority  between  Boise  and 
Denver  (BOR,  OCX,  BLJ,  OEA) 

11.  Docket  30646,  North  Central’s  Sub¬ 
part  M  Application  for  Authority  to  Pro¬ 
vide  Bismarck-Fargo  -Minneapolis  -Chi¬ 
cago  Service  (Memo  No.  6960-A,  BOR, 
OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 

12.  Dockets  29827  and  30034.  Motion 
of  Allegheny  Airlines  for  Hearing  on  its 
application  to  extend  its  system  to  vari¬ 
ous  Florida  cities;  Motion  of  United 
for  Hearing  on  its  application  to  add 
Orlando  to  its  Route  51  between  the 
Great  Lakes  and  Florida  (Memo  No. 
7156,  BOR,  OGC,  BLJ,  OEA) 
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13.  Docket  29554,  Airwest’s  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Authority  between  Las  Vegas- 
Albuquerque-El  Paso-Midland/Odessa- 
San  Antciiio-Corpus  Christi  and  Hous¬ 
ton  between  Phoenix/Tucson-San  An- 
tonio-Houston  and  New  Orleans  and 
motion  for  immediate  hearing  (Memo 
No.  7314,  BOR,  BLJ,  OGC,  OEA) 

14.  Docket  29706,  Motion  of  Allegheny 
Airlines  for  hearing  on  its  application 
for  Philadelphia-Bermuda  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  (Memo  No.  7541,  BOR,  BIA,  BLJ, 
OGC,  OEA) 

15.  Docket  28981  and  29015,  Subpart 
M  Api^lication  of  Hughes  Airwest  for 
Phoenix-Sacramento;  Fresno-Portland, 
and  Sacramento-Seattle  Nonstop  Au¬ 
thority  and  Motion  of  Western  for  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  Sacramento-Seattle 
Nonstop  Portion  (Memo  No.  5968-B, 

BOR,  BU,  OGC,  OEA) 

STATUS:  Open 
PERSON  TO  CONTACT: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202- 

673-5068. 

[S-1799-77  PUed  11-8-77:8:47  pm] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  November  21, 
1977. 

PLACTE:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECJT:  Proposed  transfer  of  auditors 
from  Bureau  of  Enforcement  to  Bureau 
of  Accoimts  and  Statistics. 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T. 
Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202-673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
TTiis  meeting  will  involve  an  important 
question  of  allocation  of  staff  resourced 
among  the  Board’s  organizational  com¬ 
ponents.  It  is  desirable  that  a  meeting  to 
discuss  this  be  held  at  a  time  at  which 
all  Members  are  available  to  participate 
in  the  discussion  and  resolution  of  this 
issue.  The  following  Members  had  voted 
that  agency  business  required  that  the 
Board  meet  on  November  4,  1977  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  and  that  no  ear¬ 
lier  annoimcement  of  the  meeting  was 
possible : 

Chairman  Alfred  E.  Kahn 
Member  G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Member  Lee  R.  West 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 

Subsequent  to  that  vote,  however,  it 
was  determined  that  a  more  convenient 
time  for  the  discussion  of  this  matter 
would  be  November  21,  1977,  as  stated  in 
this  notice. 

IS-1798-77  Filed  11-8-77:8:47  am] 


[ 6740-02 ] 

6 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITAnON  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  (pub. 
November  7,  1977,  42  FR  58004) . 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED-  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  November 
9,  1977,  10:00  a.m. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING: 

'The  following  item  has  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.  and  Company 

G-35.— CP77-495,  CP77-596  and  CP77-598, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(S-1802-77  Filed  11-3-77:10:43  am] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  Vol.  42, 
No.  212,  page  57587.  November  3,  1977. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  MEETING:  November 
8,  1977,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  open 
meeting  to  be  held  at  2:30  p.m. 

PLACE:  320  First  Street  NW.,  room  630, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STA’TUS:  Closed  meeting. 

CONTACrr  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Michael  Scanlon,  202-376-3324. 

CHANGES  IN  THE,  MEETING:  THE 
FOLLOWING  ITEM  HAS  BEEN  ADDED 
TO  THE  AGENDA  FOR  THE  CLOSED 
MEETING: 

Consideration  of  Association  Request 
for  Modification  of  Merger  Approval. 
No.  96,  November  7, 1977. 

[S-1807-77  Filed  11-8-77:1:43  p.m] 
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BOARD  OP  GOVERNORS  OP  THE 
FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION  OP 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  42  FR 
57211,  November  1, 1977, 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND 
DATE  OF  IHE  MEETING:  10:00  a.m., 
Monday,  November  7,  1977. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addi¬ 
tion  of  the  following  closed  item  to  the 
meeting: 

1.  Prono.'^ed  salary  adjustment  for  a 
Board  oflOcer. 

Previously  announced  closed  items: 

1.  Proposed  salary  structure  adjust¬ 
ment  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia. 

2.  Proposed  supplement  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Banks’  retirement  plan  pensions. 

3.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward 
from  a  previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne,  Assistant  to  the 
Board  (202-452-3204), 


Dated:  November  7,  1J77. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 
IS-1800-77  Filed  11-  8-77:8:47  am] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  13  a.m.,  'Tuesday, 

November  15,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Building,  6th  Street  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Nonadjudicative  Matters: 

(1)  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Nonadjudi¬ 
cative  Matters  ’  i-.krcd  at  Meeting  of 
November  10,  1977. 

(2)  Consideration  of  issuance  of  a  com¬ 
plaint  and  Section  6(b)  orders  in  a  non¬ 
public  Part  II  matter. 

(3)  Consideration  of  issuance  of  in¬ 
vestigational  resolution  authorizing  com¬ 
pulsory  process  and  issuance  of  a  press 
release  in  a  non-public  Part  II  matter. 

Adjudicative  Matters  Under  Part  3  of  the 
Rules  of  Practice: 

Approval  of  Minutes  of  Adjudicative 
Matters  Considered  at  Meeting  of  No¬ 
vember  10,  1977. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur  T,  Weaver,  OflSce  of  Public  In¬ 
formation,  202-523-3830;  Recorded 
Message,  202-523-3805. 

[S-1810-77  Filed  11-8-77:3:17  pm] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
November  16, 1977. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Building,  6th  Street  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  The 
Commission  has  not  yet  scheduled  any 
matters  for  discussion  at  this  meeting.  If 
no  item  is  placed  on  the  agenda  by  10:00 
a.m.,  on  Wednesday,  November  16,  1977, 
the  meeting  will  automatically  be  can¬ 
celled.  Any  item  that  is  placed  on  tne 
agenda  before  that  time  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  in  accordance  with  the  Addi¬ 
tional  Information  procedures  posted 
with  Commission  Meeting  Notices  outside 
Room  130  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Building. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur  T.  Weaver,  Office  of  Public  In¬ 
formation,  202-523-3890,  Recorded 
Message,  202-523-3806. 

lS-1811-77  Piled  11-8-77:3:17  pm] 
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INDIAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:15  AM.,  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  600,  1730  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS: 

Oi)en  to  the  Public. 

Docket  206,  Squaxin. 

Docket  229,  Navago. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION: 

David  H.  Bigelow,  Executive  Director, 
Room  640,  1730  K  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006,  Telephone  202- 
653-6174. 

lS-1803-77  Filed  11-8-77:10:43  am] 
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NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  LI¬ 
BRARIES  AND  INFORMATON  SCI¬ 
ENCE. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  and 
8:30  am.  to  4:00  p.m.,  respectively,  De¬ 
cember  5  and  6,  1977. 

PLACE:  Beverly  Wilshire  Hotel,  Beverly 
HiUs,  Calif. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

White  House  Conference  on  Librarj’  and 
Information  Services. 

UpKiate  Reports  on  Projects,  Task  Forces, 
and  Committees. 

New  and  Proposed  Task  Forces — Update. 
Discussion  of  Activities  since  Sept^ber 
Commission  Meeting. 

Presentation  by  and  discussion  with  Ms. 
Henriette  Avram  of  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  Authority  File  Study  and 
other  related  LC  pa'ojects,  including  the 
final  report  of  the  study  of  the  Library 
of  Congress’  Role  in  the  National  Pro¬ 
gram  (scheduled  for  December  6). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Alphonse  F.  Trezza,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  653-6252, 

[S-1809-77  Filed  ll-8-77;3:17  pm] 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  November  17,  1977, 
Open  Session:  10:00  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m.. 
Closed  Session:  3:30  p.m.,  November  18, 
1977,  Closed  Session:  8:30  a.m. 

PLACE:  Room  540,  1800  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  <H5en  to  the  Public : 

1.  Minutes — Open  Session — 193rd  Meet¬ 
ing. 

2  Chairman’s  Report. 

3.  Director’s  Report. 


4.  Reports  of  Board  Committees. 

5.  NSF  Advisory  Groups — Reports  on 
Meetings. 

6.  Reports  on  Site  Visits — Materials  Re¬ 
search  Laborat<»1es. 

7.  Program  Review — Government  and 
Public  Programs. 

8.  Grants,  Contracts,  and  Programs. 

9.  Other  Business. 

10.  Next  Meetings. 

Portions  Closed  to  the  Public: 

A.  Grants  and  Contracts:  1.  Approval  of 
av/ards;  2.  Report  on  on-going  contract 
negotiations. 

B.  Minutes — Closed  Session — 193rd 

Meeting. 

C.  Kep>ort  of  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on  NSB 
Nominees. 

D.  NSF  Budget  for  Fiscal  Year  1979. 

E.  Tenth  NSB  Annual  Report. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Miss  Vernice  Anderson,  Executive 
Secretary,  202-632-5840. 

[S-1801-77  Piled  11-8-77:8:47  am] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 

SAFETY  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
November  17,  1977  (NM-77-38) . 

PL.4<rE:  NTSB  Board  Room,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20594 

STA'TUS:  The  first  three  items  on  the 
agenda  will  be  open  to  the  public;  the 
fourth  item  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  'TO  BE  CONSHMERED: 

1.  Railroad  Accident  Report — Rear  End 
Collision  of  Two  Chicago  Transit  Au¬ 
thority  Trains,  Chicago,  Ill.,  February  4, 
1977. 

2.  Recommendation  to  Alyeska  Pipeline 
Service  Company  re  series  of  accidents 
since  pipeline  startup. 

3.  Discussion  of  Board  policy  with  respect 
to  special  studies. 

4.  Opinion  and  Order — Administrator  v. 
Bennoyer,  Dkt.  SE-3404;  Administrator 
v.  Cunningham,  Dkt.  S^3408;  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  appeals  of  both  parties. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
lS-1794-77  Filed  ll-«-77;8:47  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULA’TORY  <X)MMIS- 
SION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Friday,  November  4, 
1977  (Change). 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 

Room,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MA’TTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  “Dis¬ 
cussion  of  Personnel  Matter’’  wfts  can¬ 
celled. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN 
FORMATION: 

Walter  Magee,  202-634-1410. 
November  11,  1977, 

IS-1806-77  Piled  11-8-77:10:43  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMIS¬ 
SION. 

’TIME  AND  DATE :  Monday,  November  7, 
1977. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  (Additional  Item). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  3:45 
p.m.  Meeting  on  Pollard  Petition. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Walter  Magee,  202-634-1410. 

Dated:  November  7, 1977, 

Walter  Magee, 
Offl.ce  of  the  Secretary. 
[S-1804-77  Piled  ll-8-77;10:43  am] 
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NUCTEAR  REGULATORY  COMMIS¬ 
SION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Week  of  November 
14. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 

STATUS:  Open/Closed. 

Monday,  November  14 

9:30  ajn. — 1.  Discussion  of  Personnel 
Matter  (Approx.  1*72  hrs.)  (Closed — Ex¬ 
emption  6) .  2.  Discussion  of  Sunshine 
4ct  Implementation — Closing  of  Meet¬ 
ings,  Transcripts,  etc.  (Approx.  1  hr.) 
(Public  Meeting).  3.  Affirmation  of: 
(Public  Meeting),  a.  Licensee  Guard 
Force  Response  to  Alarms  and  Use  of 
Firearms,  b.  Amendment  to  10  CFR  20; 
Caution  Signs,  Labels,  Signals  and  Con¬ 
trols.  c.  Review  of  ALAB-435  (St.  Lucie 
2). 

Note. — The  affirmations  will  consist  of 
votes  on  matters  previously  reviewed  in¬ 
dividually  by  the  Commissioners  and  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  take  no  more  than  6  minutes. 

1:30  p.m. — Discussion  of  Seabrook 
Opinion  (Approx.  1  hr.)  (Closed — Ex¬ 
emption  10). 

Tuesday,  November  15 

2:00  p.m. — Meeting  with  Representa¬ 
tives  of  General  Electric  Co.  on  Plant 
Standardization  (Approx.  2  hrs.)  (Pub¬ 
lic  Meeting). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

^Valter  Magee,  202-634-1410. 

Dated:  November  11,  1977. 

Walter  Magee, 
Offlce  of  the  Secretary. 
[S-1806-77  PUed  11-8-77:10:43  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COM¬ 
MISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
tlie  provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  November  14,  1977,  in  room 
825,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on  Tues¬ 
day,  November  15,  1977,  at  10  a.m.  and 
on  Thursday,  November  17,  1977,  follow¬ 
ing  the  open  meeting  schedulued  for 
10  a.m.  Open  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  November  15, 1977,  at  2 :30  p.m., 
on  Wednesday,  November  16,  1977,  at 
10  a.m.  and  at  2:30  p.m.,  and  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  November  17,  1977,  at  10  a.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal  as¬ 
sistants,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  recording  secretaries  will  at¬ 
tend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain  staff 
members  who  are  responsible  for  the 
calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  his  designee,  has  certified  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  items  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  at  the  closed  meetings  may  be  so 
considered  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)  (4)  (8)  (9)  A  and  (10)  and  17  CFR 
200.402(a)  (8)  (9)  (i)  and  (10) . 

Chairman  Williams,  Commissioners 
Loomis,  Evans,  Pollack,  and  Karmel  de¬ 
termined  to  hold  the  aforesaid  meetings 
in  closed  session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  November  15, 
1977,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation;  Refer¬ 
ral  of  investigative  files  to  Federal,  State 
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or  Self  Regulatory  authorities:  Authori¬ 
zation  of  staff  members  to  testify;  Insti¬ 
tution  of  injunctive  actions;  Settlement 
of  injunctive  actions;  Institution  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings:  Settlement  of 
administrative  proceedings;  2(e)  pro¬ 
ceedings;  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
appeals;  Other  litigation  matters. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Thursday,  November 
17,  1977,  following  the  open  meeting  at 
10  a.m.,  will  be:  Opinion. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  November  15, 
1977,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be:  Oral  argu¬ 
ment  in  the  matter  of  International  Re¬ 
search  and  Management  Corporation 
and  Richard  D.  Braverman  for  review  of 
the  adverse  initial  decision  of  an  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  November 
16.  1977,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  An  application  filed  by  The  Variable 
Annuity  Life  Insurance  Company  for  an 
order  exempting  the  company  from  cer¬ 
tain  reporting  requirements  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

2.  Proposed  publication  for  comment 
of  a  proposed  schedule  and  rule  related 
to  going  private  transactions  by  public 
companies  or  their  affiliates. 

3.  Proposed  drafting  of  a  release  which 
would  invite  public  comment  and  an¬ 
nounce  public  hearings  to  be  held  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  possible  revision  of  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  as  related  to  small 
business. 

4.  Consideration  of  soliciting  public 
comment  on  proposed  amendments  to 
reporting  forms  and  schedules  which 
would  provide  simplified  registration 
procedures  for  small  issuers  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933. 
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5.  Proposed  publication  for  comment 
of  a  new  rule  and  related  schedule  con¬ 
cerning  issuer  tender  and  exchange  of¬ 
fers. 

6.  Proposed  publication  for  comment 
of  amendments  to  Rule  146,  concerning 
private  offering  exemptions  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933. 

7.  Consideration  of  a  request  filed  by 
counsel  for  the  New  Orleans  Cotton  and 
Commodity  Exchange  for  a  “no-action” 
letter. 

8.  Meeting  with  representatives  of  the 
Financial  Executives  Institute  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Corporate  Reporting,  to  discuss 
the  following  proposed  topics:  (a)  Fi¬ 
nancial  Accounting  Standards  Board 
and  SEC  relationships,  (b)  segment  re¬ 
porting,  (c)  inflation  accounting,  (d) 
shareholders’  participation  in  corporate 
governance,  and  (e)  recommendations  of 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Corporate 
Disclosure. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  November 

16,  1977,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be:  Oral  argu¬ 
ment  in  the  matter  of  Douglass  &  Co., 
Incorporated  and  Dorm  Charles  Dou¬ 
glass  for  review  of  the  adverse  initial  de¬ 
cision  of  an  administrative  law  judge. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open  meet¬ 
ing  scheduled  for  Thursday,  November 

17,  1977,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be:  Meeting 
with  representatives  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulation  of  Securities  Committee  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  to  discuss  re¬ 
cent  rule  proposals  by  the  Commission 
and  related  issues  in  securities  laws. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 'CON¬ 
TACT: 

Edward  A.  Scallet  at  202-755-1234. 

November  7,  1977. 

tS-1808-77  Filed  11-8-77:1:43  pm] 
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